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ABSTRACT
The Cherry Point Prehistoric Site (9Cam187) at Kings Bay, Camden County,
Georgia, was the subject of a Phase II testing and evaluation program conducted by the University of Tennessee at Chattanooga on behalf of the U.S. Navy
in January, 1983. The research potential of this multicomponent site was
evaluated on the basis of information gathered from 37 1x2 m excavation units
and 4 column samples. Aboriginal occupations during the Late Archaic,
Woodland, Mississippian, and historic periods were confirmed by the presence
of small amounts of fiber tempered, Deptford, Savannah, and San Marcos pottery. Lithic artifacts were few and subsistence remains were uninformative.
One interpretable feature was defined but it lacked associated and/or datable
materials. It is concluded that this site does not offer the potential for
significant scientific research. Removal from eligibility for the National
Register of Historic Places is recommended.
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Chapter 1
INTRODUCTION

Project Description
This report documents archaeological test excavations at the Cherry Point
Prehistoric Site, 9Cam187, in Camden County, Georgia. The research was conducted by the Jeffrey L. Brown Institute of Archaeology, University of
Tennessee at Chattanooga, for the United States Department of the Navy under
contract number N68248-82-M-0238. Fieldwork was carried out during the first
two weeks of January, 1983; analysis and report preparation took place in
February, March, and May of the same year.
Mr. William D. Elder, Landscape Architect with the Trident Naval
Facilities Engineering Command at the Naval Submarine Base, Kings Bay, identified the need for a Phase II research program, prepared the scope of work,
and coordinated the project. Dr. Nicholas Honerkamp, Assistant Professor in
the Department of Sociology and Anthropology and Director of the Jeffrey L.
Brown Institute of Archaeology at UTC, served as Principal Investigator. Dr.
Robin L. Smith, Adjunct Assistant Professor at UTC, served as Co-Principal
Investigator and was responsible for design and execution of the research.
The Cherry Point Prehistoric Site is located in Camden County, in the extreme southeast corner of the state of Georgia (see Figure 1). Cumberland
Island, southernmost of the Georgia barrier islands, lies 7 km to the east,
across the intracoastal waterway. Cherry Point is on the eastern edge of the
mainland, overlooking the salt marsh. It is now part of the Naval Submarine
Base at Kings Bay, a 6075 ha complex encompassing most of the land on the
mainland shore from Crooked River State Park to the St. Marys city limits.
An archaeological survey of Kings Bay carried out in 1977 and 1978 by the
author, then at the University of Florida, identified a total of 7 sites in
the Cherry Point area of the Naval base (see Figure 2 and Table 1). These include 4 prehistoric sites and 3 historic sites, 6 of which were determined to
be eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. The
Navy plans to develop recreational facilities in the Cherry Point area for
personnel stationed at Kings Bay. An evaluation of National Register
eligibility through secondary testing at the Cherry Point Prehistoric Site is
required in order to assess the impact of the planned recreational development
on this site. Separate research projects will be conducted to evaluate other
sites in the area.
The study described in this report includes a brief review of survey data
(curated at the Florida State Museum, Gainesville), a single period of field
investigation involving limited subsurface testing, analysis of archaeological
data generated during the fieldwork, and preparation of preliminary and final
reports on results of the investigation.
Research at Cherry Point was designed to secure sufficient documentation
of the condition and significance of 9Cam187 to enable the Navy to provide the
Georgia State Historic Preservation Officer with either a proposed nomination
or removal from eligibility status, in accordance with National Register
procedures (36 C.F.R. parts 60.16 and 60.17). In addition, it was expected
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Figure 1.

The Coast of Georgia in the vicinity of Kings Bay.
2

Figure 2.

Archaeological Sites at Kings Bay.
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Table 1. Archeological Sites in the Vicinity of Cherry Point, Kings
Bay, Camden County, Georgia.
Site
Number

Site
Name

Area
in ha

9Cam182

John King
Site

EuroAmerican
(late 18th,
early 19th
centuries)

0.25

NR eligible (state level)
on basis of phase I survey (Smith 1978:7-186 to
7-193); phase II testing
results in preparation
(Ward and Rock 1984).

9Cam183

Frohock
Point
Historic
Site

American
historic
(19th century)

1.9

NR eligible (state level)
on basis of phase I survey (Smith 1978:7-193 to
7-199).

9Cam184

Frohock
Point
Prehistoric
Site

Late Archaic,
Deptford,
Swift Creek,
Savannah,

13.75

NR eligible (state level)
on basis of phase I survey (Smith 1978:7-212 to
7-222).

9Cam185

Mallard
Creek
Site

Late Archaic,
Swift Creek

2.75

NR eligible (state level)
on basis of phase I survey (Smith 1978:7-205 to
7-212).

9Cam186

Cedar
Bluff
Site

Late Archaic,
Deptford,
Savannah,
St. Johns

5.25

NR eligible (state level)
on basis of phase I survey (Smith 1978:7-212 to
7-222); phase II testing
results in preparation
(Ward and Rock 1984).

9Cam187

Cherry
Point
Prehistoric
Site

Late Archaic,
Savannah,
St. Johns,
Sutherland
Bluff

8.9

NR eligible (state level)
on basis of phase I survey (Smith 1978:7-212 to
to 7-222); removal from
eligibility recommended
on basis of phase II results (this volume).

9Cam196

Cherry
Point
Historic
Site

American
historic to
recent (19th,
20th centuries)

1.5

Not NR eligible on basis
of phase I survey (Smith
1978:7-200 to 7-204).

Components
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Status and Reference

that information concerning aboriginal settlement patterns, and changes in
these patterns through time, would be acquired. This information is evaluated
in light of the results of the extensive program of archaeological research
carried out at Kings Bay during the last five years.
Scope of Research
As defined in the initial archaeological survey of Kings Bay, the Cherry
Point Prehistoric Site covers 8.9 ha (Smith 1978). Because funding constraints precluded thorough testing of the entire site, Elder and Smith worked
out, prior to contract award, a modification of the scope of work which effectively reduced the area to be tested by approximately 60 percent. Figure 3
illustrates these modifications. The rationale for reducing the total area to
be tested and thereby increasing the relative intensity of coverage is based
on information from the 1978 survey and on analogy to conditions at other
Kings Bay sites as revealed in the 1981 testing program (Smith 1978; Smith,
Braley, Borremans, and Reitz 1981). Survey observations suggest substantial
disturbance of two portions of the prehistoric deposit at Cherry Point: the
Cherry Point Historic Site, 9Cam196, and an area of planted pine in the
northwest quadrant of 9Cam187.
The historic period occupation is heavily disturbed by a mid-20th century
occupation and was considered ineligible for National Register nomination. As
a consequence of both modern and historic period activities in this area, much
of the underlying prehistoric deposit is also disturbed. Elimination of the
historic site from the research frame reduced the area to be sampled by 1.5
ha.
The planted pine in the northwest quadrant of the site was noted but not
mapped in the survey report. Inspection of an aerial photograph supplied by
OICC Trident shows that it occupies 3 ha of the site. Previous experience in
testing similar sites at Kings Bay (especially 9Cam171) indicates that the
process of clearing, plowing, and planting pine almost always destroys the integrity of prehistoric deposits. There is little information to be gained by
controlled excavations in these areas.
Elimination of the 3 ha of planted pine and the 1.5 ha historic site left
9Cam187 in two disconnected sections: a 0.7 ha segment in the extreme northern portion of the site and the 2.7 ha segment lying south of the east-west
access road to Cherry Point. It was agreed that the present testing program
should focus exclusively on the latter section, bounded on the north by the
access road, on the east by the salt marshes drained by Marianna Creek, and on
the south and west by the site boundary as given in the survey report. This
choice was made because present recreational development plans will affect
only this area. Hereafter, references to the "site" in this report should be
understood to indicate the 2.7 ha segment subjected to secondary testing, not
the 8.9 ha area originally defined.
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Figure 3.

Archaeological Sites at Cherry Point.
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Disposition of Research Collection
A curatorial facility for final disposition of the research collection
from this project has not yet been selected. Because all collections from
previous archaeological research at Kings Bay are stored at the Florida State
Museum in Gainesville, it is anticipated that this facility will be chosen for
the Cherry Point collection. Until such arrangements are made, field specimens
and supporting documentation generated by this study will be temporarily
curated at the Jeffrey L. Brown Institute of Archaeology, UTC.
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Chapter 2
RESEARCH SETTING
This chapter presents information on the geographical and scientific context within which the Cherry Point research was conducted. The first part
provides an overview of regional and local environments as they would have affected resource availability and living conditions for prehistoric coastal inhabitants. The second part treats previous archaeological research in this
area and the resulting culture sequence and chronology which stand as the current best approximation of regional prehistory. Both topics have been addressed in detail in several recent studies of Kings Bay (Smith 1978; Smith et
al. 1981; Smith 1982), of nearby sites (Milanich 1971; Wallace 1975; Martinez
1975; DePratter 1976; Cook 1978; Crook 1978; Pearson 1979), and in an overview
of the coast in general (Larson 1980). In view of the availability of these
studies, and in view of the limited scope of the Cherry Point project, only an
abbreviated summary is included here.
Environment
The Lower Coastal Plain
The study area lies within the portion of the Atlantic Coastal Plain
physiographic province that is bordered by a chain of barrier islands,
stretching from Anastasia Island in northeast Florida to North Island, South
Carolina. At the time of European contact, the inland part of this region was
a broad expanse of longleaf pine, broken at intervals by hardwood floodplain
forests along the many rivers that cut through the sandy soils of the coastal
plain on their way to the sea. The monospecific character of the longleaf pine
forest so impressed early European visitors to the southeast that many referred to it as the "pine barrens." Larson has discussed this phenomenon and its
significance for aboriginal populations in considerable detail (1980:35-65).
The pine forest offered little in the way of useful floral or faunal resources
and was not permanently occupied by aboriginal groups in the late prehistoric
period. Thus the interior portion of the lower coastal plain was a zone of low
density settlement which effectively separated Piedmont cultures from coastal
cultures.
Along the coast, a distinctive, ecologically varied sector of the coastal
plain supported a much larger aboriginal population. This coastal sector has
been discussed by Larson in terms of three sections: the strand section, the
delta section, and the lagoon and marsh section (1980:6-22). The strand section, lying along the Atlantic shore of the barrier islands, is composed of a
series of fairly dynamic microenvironments, none of which offered a stable
base for long-term aborginal occupation or resource exploitation. No large
mammals or economically important plants regularly occur here. However, the
beaches were probably visited periodically for collection of seasonally or incidentally occurring resources, such as nesting sea turtles and their eggs or
stranded sea mammals.
The delta section of the coastal sector includes the areas surrounding
the mouths of freshwater rivers flowing into the sea. These are typically
brackish areas; vegetation is dominated by species such as bald cypress
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(Taxodium distichum), tupelo (Nyssa aquatica), and other water-tolerant
hardwoods. Like the strand section, the delta section of the coastal sector
would have offered a poor base for permanent habitation but contained
seasonally occurring resources of potential importance. These included .
anadromous fishes, which entered the rivers to spawn in spring and summer and
which could have been harvested in quantity over short periods of time.
The third part of the coastal sector, the lagoon and marsh section, extends landward from the mature dunes along the strand inland as far as the
beginning of the pine barrens. This section encompasses the interface between
land and sea, including salt marshes and tidal creeks, the inland waterway,
lagoons, and high ground. Tidal action within the aquatic zones of this section results in a high energy, low-stability, ecologically immature system.
Species adapted to this kind of environment are typically generalized and
short-lived, produce numerous offspring, disperse easily, and are able to
colonize rapidly. The salt marsh and lagoon system provided a nursery area for
many species--marine fish, shrimp, crabs, oysters, and clams--which were harvested in large quantities by aboriginal populations using simple technologies. The high land bordering the estuary was covered by a hardwood forest
which afforded sheltered, well-drained habitation sites and many food resources, such as acorns, hickory nuts, fruits, berries, and potherbs. These plant
foods attracted deer, raccoon, oppossum, turkey, and other species which could
be hunted. For later aboriginal populations, cleared areas within the hammock
supported small horticultural plots. In addition, construction materials,
firewood, and fresh water were readily available in the hardwood hammocks.
Together, the strand, delta, and marsh and lagoon sections display the
habitat variety, species diversity, and resource abundance typical of
ecotones. It was this ecotonal conjuction of terrestrial and estuarine resources which attracted aboriginal populations to the coast and made it possible
for them to subsist there on a permanent or semipermanent basis. A more
detailed picture of how this was accomplished may be obtained by examining the
environmental characteristics of the Kings Bay vicinity.
Kings Bay
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS 1978) prepared by the U.S.
Navy in conjunction with development of Kings Bay contains a comprehensive
compilation of published information and original research concerning the local environment. Sections of an ecological study of the Georgia coast are
also highly relevant (Johnson, Hillestad, Shanholtzer and Shanholtzer 1974).
The information which follows was extracted primarily from these sources, with
other contributions as cited.
The lower Georgia coast offers a mild climate, with hot, humid summers
moderated by sea breezes and short, cool winters with brief cold spells and
only rare snow. Frost is rare before mid-November and after mid-March. Average
annual rainfall is 51.5 inches, with much of this occurring during the summer
and early fall when afternoon thunderstorms are common.
The Kings Bay vicinity may be characterized as an area of low elevation
and minor topographic relief. Deposits representing the three most recent
episodes of sea level rise constitute the major features of the local
landscape: the Pamlico, Princess Ann, and Silver Bluff Formations. The Pamlico
10

Formation represents an advance of the sea during the Pleistocene to an
elevation 25 to 30 feet above present mean sea level. At Kings Bay it appears
as the two areas of higher elevation: one is located at the main gate; the
other is further north on Spur 40, in the vicinity of the former county
landfill. These areas appear as Pottsburg Sand zones on the soils map (Figure
4). Typically, this soil type supports a xeric hardwood or mixed pine and
xeric hardwood vegetation association.
More extensive and distinctive in the research area is the relict
Princess Ann shoreline. This deposit forms high bluffs, 10 to 25 feet above
sea level, in a linear band along the edge of the salt marshes drained by
Marianna Creek and Kings Bay. The Princess Ann formation is composed of unconsolidated sands and silts and appears on the soils map as the Cainhoy Fine
Sand association. A mixed hardwood hammock, dominated by live oak (Quercus
virginiana) occurs on this soil type. It was along these bluffs that
aboriginal inhabitants of the Kings Bay vicinity found convenient access to
most of the amenities offered by the coastal sector: high, dry, well-drained
soils, hammock and estuarine resources, firewood, building materials, fresh
water, and water transportation routes. Most of the aboriginal sites present
at Kings Bay occur on Cainhoy soils.
The third and youngest Pleistocene marine terrace in the research area is
the Silver Bluff Formation, rising 5 to 8 feet above mean sea level. It includes the series of deposits which underlies most of the salt marsh, intracoastal flats, and barrier islands. Mandarin Fine Sand is the predominant
soil type on the Silver Bluff terrace. In most cases this shoreline was not a
zone of aboriginal habitation but it certainly figured importantly as the
scene of estuarine resource exploitation.
Flora and fauna of the various environmental zones represented at Kings
Bay are enumerated and described in the secondary testing report (Smith et al.
1981:57-75). Biotic resource potential is summarized in the following manner
(1981:76).
The most diverse and economically productive biotic sectors in
the coastal region are the mixed oak forest and the tidal
creek/estuary system. Inhabitants of Kings Bay lived in an ecotonal
area where they were able to maximize access to resources without
sacrificing efficiency of exploitation. The high resource biomass
and diversity of the coastal or tidewater biome eliminated the need
for extreme mobility and allowed the development of a subsistence/settlement system which has been termed "central-place foraging"
(Orians and Pearson 1979), at least during the warmer months of the
year.
Among inorganic resources exploited by Southeastern Indians, clay and
stone figure prominently. Clay would have been available to Kings Bay inhabitants at two locations: from the beds underlying the linear, freshwater
swamps between the Pamlico and Princess Ann shorelines, and from deposits in
the marsh, exposed along tidal creeks at low tide. Saffer has recently studied
sources and characteristics of clays used by aboriginal populations of the
lower Georgia coast (1979). She concludes that much of the variability in
paste inclusions among aboriginal pottery types may be attributed to variation
in natural inclusions in the native clays. Lithic resources, in contrast,
11
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Figure 4.

Soils Map for Kings Bay.
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were virtually nonexistent. No siliceous rock outcrops occur in the vicinity
and the only naturally-occurring stone is in the form of occasional river cobbles and gravels carried downriver from Piedmont sources. A few simple tools
made from river-worn quartzite pebbles 3 to 4 cm in diameter were recovered
from the Kings Bay Site (Smith et al. 1981:452,459,460).
Freshwater sources at Kings Bay are small perennial creeks which drain
the several long, narrow sloughs within the pine flatwoods. These sloughs,
oriented parallel to the relict shorelines, accumulate and store surface
runoff. The water flows out into the salt marsh via low-velocity, tanninstained natural streams which cut through the Princess Ann formation.
All of the naturally-occurring soils in the project area are acidic, with
a low natural fertility. All except the Cainhoy and Pottsburg sands have
severe limitations for agriculture due to extreme wetness. Cainhoy and
Pottsburg Sands together compose only 3 percent by area of Camden County;
since these are the best lands for community development, recreation, and most
urban uses, they have been repeatedly occupied, from prehistoric times through
the present. Nineteenth century farmers found that, with liming and fertilization, these soils could be successfully cultivated for row crops. They undoubtedly were aware that areas containing oyster shell and organic debris
from Indian middens were particularly fertile. It seems likely that, in the
precontact period, aboriginal horticulturalists also noticed this enhanced
richness and deliberately placed their gardens on the refuse piles of their
predecessors.
Minor fluctuations in sea level during the Holocene have been the topic
of considerable study and discussion during the past several years. Similarly,
post-Pleistocene climatic alterations and accompanying biotic changes have
been debated. Without becoming involved in a detailed exposition of various
schools of thought, it is still possible to summarize several areas of
agreement.
Conditions very similar to modern in terms of climate and biota probably
were established by about 5000 years ago. Prior to this time the climate was
somewhat cooler and drier, and vegetation was correspondingly more xeric. Dry
scrub oak and prairie vegetation in the southeast was replaced by pine as
precipitation increased and water tables rose (Watts 1969; Wright 1972).
As sea level rose to near modern heights 5000 to 4000 years ago, the salt
marsh/estuary system formed and fish and shellfish became available adjacent
to the modern coastline. The live oak hammock probably was established at this
time and fresh water supplies increased. There is evidence from some parts of
the Georgia coast that sea level was several feet lower than at present during
the Late Archaic/Early Woodland transition period (Marrinan 1975; DePratter
and Howard 1977). As a consequence, sites of this period may now lie submerged
or covered by marsh sediments. The implications of this finding for areas such
as Kings Bay, where there has been no program of systematic archaeological
testing in the marsh, are straightforward. The lack of transitional period
sites in the terrestrial site inventory does not necessarily mean that the
area was unoccupied at this time.
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Cherry Point
Cherry Point is the traditional local name for a small prominence of land
which extends into the marshes drained by Marianna Creek just south of Crooked
River. On the soils map (Figure 4) it appears as the northernmost mass of
Cainhoy Fine Sand. As will be discussed in Chapter 5, some areas of Mandarin
Fine Sand were encountered within the Cainhoy deposit.
Marianna Creek flows against the land along the southeastern margin of
Cherry Point; elsewhere the shore is bordered by salt marsh. The land is nearly level, with elevations ranging from 10 to 15 feet over most of the area.
Present-day overstory is mixed hardwoods dominated by live oak except where
pine has been planted. There is a sparse understory consisting mainly of cassina (Ilex cassine), wax myrtle (Myrica cerifera), and saw palmetto (Serenoa
repens). Ground cover is a thick layer of modern duff and humus; few herbs
grow on the heavily shaded forest floor.
Immediately south of Cherry Point is a small, spring-fed freshwater run,
Mallard Creek, which flows out into the salt marsh. This would have provided
the most convenient source of fresh water for inhabitants of the site.
Historic and modern period land use activities are in evidence at Cherry
Point. North of the site there is scattered 19th century refuse and a substantial concentration of 20th century material in association with remnants of
the foundation of a house removed when the Army acquired a restrictive easement over the area in the 1950s. South of the site is another modern homesite
with an associated artesian well. Running north.-south through the site itself
are several fence lines and an old, one lane dirt road with shallow ditches
along each side.
Previous Research
Coastal Area
Archaeological research on the coast of Georgia has matured through
several stages to reach its present status as a scientific discipline examining culture-environment interactions. These stages may be loosely categorized
as exploratory, historical/reconstructive, and processual. Of course elements
of exploration, description, and chronology revision also occur in every
recent study; none of these stages is necessarily exclusive of the others.
In his history of Georgia archaeology, Antonio Waring reviews reports by
early naturalists of archaeological sites throughout the Southeast, including
mounds on the Georgia coast (Williams 1968:288-298). For the most part, sites
were simply visited and mentioned in writings of the late 18th and early 19th
centuries (Bartram 1791; McKinley 1873; Jones 1861, 1873); few excavations
were undertaken.
Intensive archaeological exploration of the Georgia coast began at the
end of the 19th century when Clarence B. Moore traveled the intracoastal
waterway and lower reaches of the coastal plain rivers with the objective of
investigating aboriginal mounds (Moore 1897, 1898a, 1898b). He noted that,
though fish and oysters were abundant in the area, the Georgia shell mounds
114

were not nearly as large or numerous as those of the Florida coast or St.
Johns River. He examined a total of 52 mounds on the coast; 4 of these were in
Camden County. Although Moore's work is of limited value to modern scholars
because of his narrow focus on mounds containing exotic grave goods, a restudy
of material from one site has provided useful information. Lewis Larson examined copper ornaments from two Camden County mounds and found evidence for
stylistic relationships with the St. Johns region (1958b:429). Details such as
this are of interest to researchers currently attempting to define how differing adaptive strategies affected interactions between different cultural
groups on the coast.
During the first quarter of the 20th century virtually no work was done
on the coast. It was not until initiation of WPA relief programs in the
mid-1930s, when Preston Holder began excavations at a series of sites in Glynn
County, that the coast was recognized as a distinct culture area. The next
focus of effort was Chatham County, where Holder initiated investigations at
the Irene Site that were eventually completed and published under the direction of Joseph R. Caldwell (Caldwell and McCann 1941). Together with information from other sites in the area, this work resulted in the descriptive history and chronology which undergirds the culture sequence in use today.
These promising beginnings were interrupted by World War II and large
scale archaeological research on the coast was not resumed until the 1950s.
However, much valuable work by the dedicated physician/ archaeologist Antonio
Waring, Jr. was completed between 1937 and 1967 (Williams 1968).
In 1952 Lewis Larson conducted a survey of mission period sites on the
coast which represents the first attempt at a unified, problem-oriented study
of the area between the Savannah and the St. Marys Rivers (1953). In a series
of studies and papers which followed, Larson focused on problems of adaptation
and acculturation, setting the stage for the most recent era of processual
studies at coastal sites (Larson 1953, 1955, 1957, 1958a, 1958b, 1978, 1980).
Two works, in particular, exemplify this new approach: Larson's 1970 dissertation exploring the relationship between resource availability and aboriginal
subsistence adaptations for the coastal plain in the late prehistoric period;
and Milanich's 1971 dissertation reconstructing the Deptford period culture,
partly on the basis of Camden County data.
Intensified activity by university researchers since 1968 has produced a
wealth of new information on the coast which has yet to be adequately synthesized. In 1968 the University of Georgia initiated work on St. Catherines
Island which is now being continued by the American Museum of Natural History
(Caldwell 1971; Thomas, Jones, Durham, and Larsen 1978; Thomas and Larsen
1979; Larsen 1982; Larsen and Thomas 1982).
St. Simons Island was the scene of large scale prehistoric and historic
period investigations by University of Florida archaeologists in the
mid-1970s. Among topics addressed in the resulting reports were ceramic
chronology (Martinez 1975; Milanich 1977), Late Archaic period subsistence and
settlement patterns (Marrinan 1975), and protohistoric period adaptations
(Wallace 1975).
Other major coastal studies have also concentrated on the sea islands.
Chester DePratter's synthesis of Late Archaic period data (1976) and his
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Skidaway Island survey (1975) as well as John Ehrenhard's Cumberland Island
survey (1976) are examples. Several studies by M. Ray Crook on Sapelo Island
have focused on the late prehistoric and protohistoric periods (1978, 1980a,
1980b, 1983). Similarly, Charles Pearson's work on Ossabaw Island treats the
Savannah and Irene periods with the objective of elucidating subsistence and
settlement systems in relation to social structure (1979).
Several exceptions to the pattern of emphasis on island studies offer
some promise that the mainland will one day be better known. Paul Fish has
conducted survey work in the Ebenezer Watershed of Effingham and Screven counties (1976) and Frankie Snow has assembled information on the Ocmulgee Big
Bend from an 18-county area (1977). Work at Kings Bay, sponsored by the Navy,
represents a second source of mainland data, and has produced information at
the survey, testing, and full-scale excavation levels, including several
detailed zooarchaeological studies (Smith 1978; Johnson 1978; Smith et al.
1981; Smith 1982; Adams 1980. These studies will be described in more detail
in a later section of this chapter.
Camden County
It is very clear from the work that has been done thus far in Camden
County that, while the prehistoric chronology partakes of the broad evolutionary patterns of the coast in general, there are important differences in
detail south of the Altamaha River. The following section will briefly outline
coastal patterns and indicate where Camden County presents a contrasting
picture.
Late Archaic. The first well-represented aboriginal occupation of the
coast occurs in the Late Archaic Period, approximately 5000 to 2000 years ago.
Earlier sites, belonging to the Paleoindian and preceramic Archaic periods may
be present--occasionally, distinctive projectile points are found--but most
are probably now submerged beneath the salt marsh and waters of the continental shelf or are buried beneath Holocene sands. The Late Archaic sites contain
the earliest evidence we have of intensive exploitation of estuarine resources. It was about this time (3000-2000 B.C.) that rising sea level stabilized
at near modern heights, the lagoons behind the barrier islands silted in, and
the marshes formed. Archaic period nomadic hunters and gatherers were, no
doubt, familiar with the ocean shore prior to this time. However, it would
have been some distance east of its present location and would not have
presented the array of habitats and resources supportive of semi-sedentary
settlement, as described in the first part of this chapter.
Late Archaic period sites on the Georgia (and South Carolina) coast are
represented by several types of deposits, one of which is the distinctive,
doughnut- or crescent-shaped midden commonly referred to as a "shell ring."
Shell ring sites have been the subject of considerable interest, due to their
large size, regularity of form, good faunal preservation, and, especially, due
to the fact that sites of a similar form and age occur on the Carribean coast
of South America (Marrinan 1975; DePratter 1976; Reichel-Dolmatoff 1972).
Other Late Archaic site types are shell mounds and nonshell sites, both of
which contain the same distinctive fiber tempered pottery which occurs in the
shell rings. A semi-nomadic hunting and gathering existence with at least
seasonal specialization in estuarine resources has been postulated for Late
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Archaic coastal peoples. The relationships, functional and/or temporal, among
the different site types have not yet been firmly established.
Camden County differs from the rest of the Georgia coast in that it lacks
shell ring sites. The southernmost ring known on the coast is on St. Simons
Island in Glynn County. The other site types do occur in the Kings Bay
vicinity. Dwight Kirkland has reported several shell mounds in the marsh near
Floyd Creek, on the mainland coast in central Camden County, which may prove
to be Late Archaic sites (Kirkland 1979). At Kings Bay, 4 different sites have
produced significant quantities of fiber tempered pottery without associated
shell (Smith 1978; Johnson 1978; Smith et al. 1981).
A second aspect of the Late Archaic component at Kings Bay which may distinguish it (and possibly Camden County) from the rest of the Georgia coast is
the style of decoration used on the few fiber tempered sherds which exhibit a
non-plain surface treatment. In the survey report and in the 9Cam171 secondary testing results these were described as St. Simons series types. This assignment was made because the fiber tempered assemblage for the survey collection as a whole contained plain, linear punctated, and incised sherds, all of
which fall within the range of variation described by Waring for the Bilbo
Site (Williams 1968:152-197). In secondary testing only a few punctated fiber
tempered sherds were seen; none occurred at 9Cam177. Taking a conservative approach in cataloguing the latter assemblage, Nina Borremans declined to use
type names and called these sherds simply "incised fiber tempered" sherds.
She noted, however, that the incised designs found at the Devils Walkingstick
Site "are similar to those described by Bullen (1955, 1972) in his discussion
of Orange Incised pottery" (Smith et al. 1981:735). Tom . DesJean, who analyzed
the Phase III sample from 9Cam177, reports only incised designs on the 6
decorated sherds from his sample and, like Borremans, feels that this is an
indication of association with the Orange Tradition (DesJean, personal communication; DesJean, Walker, and Saunders 1984:223).
A stylistic association of Camden County Late Archaic material culture
with the St. Johns River region would not be surprising. What is interesting
is that both Georgia coast (St. Simons) and St. Johns region (Orange) motifs
occur at Kings Bay.
Woodland. The earliest Woodland occupations on the north Georgia coast
are assigned to the Refuge period, which is characterized by sand or sand and
grit tempered pottery bearing punctated, incised, dentate stamped, and simple
stamped surface treatments. Some Refuge ceramic decorative styles are carried
over from St. Simons or Stallings Island period styles, indicating a developmental continuum. Decoration of the interior surface is occasionally observed. DePratter has synthesized information on Refuge period ceramics and has
provided formal type descriptions for these and the subsequent Deptford,
Wilmington, and St. Catherines period ceramics (1979:109-132). This study appears in the context of an analysis of Refuge/Deptford mortuary practices
based on the recent excavation of nine burial mounds on St. Catherines Island
(Thomas and Larsen 1979). No excavated village components for the Refuge
period are available to provide information on subsistence and technology.
Refuge sites have recently been reported for the eastern coastal plain
and coast of Georgia but none are presently known for the south Georgia coast.
This may, in part, be a result of the way ceramic periods are defined. The
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700-year Refuge Period described by DePratter is subdivided into three phases:
the early and middle phases last one century each while the late phase lasts
five centuries. Simple Stamped, Incised, and Punctated Refuge series ceramics
first appear in the Refuge I phase but the latter two decorative types are absent in the subsequent Refuge II phase. This very brief florescence may account for the limited distribution of these distinctive types and the apparent
absence of early Refuge sites. DePratter suggests that the rising sea level
subsequent to the 1000 to 400 B.C. regression may have hidden many Refuge II
sites. Refuge III, as defined by DePratter is indistinguishable from early
Deptford: included ceramic types are Refuge Simple Stamped (indistinguishable
from Deptford Simple Stamped), Refuge Plain, Deptford Check Stamped, and
Deptford Linear Check Stamped. If encountered on the lower Georgia coast in
the absence of radiocarbon dates, such an assemblage would probably be assigned to the Deptford period. An alternative explanation for the scarcity of
Refuge sites on the lower coast is that the practice of using sand as a tempering agent in ceramics began early on the South Carolina coast and diffused
southward, not reaching lower Georgia until the beginning of the Deptford
period around 500 B.C. (Milanich 1971:124-125). For any or all of these
reasons, Refuge period sites are unreported on the lower Georgia coast.
In Camden County and at Kings Bay, the earliest Woodland manifestation is
the Deptford culture. The frequent co-occurence of St. Simons and Deptford
ceramics in lower coast sites suggests a settlement and subsistence pattern
continuum between the late fiber tempered and early sand tempered potterymaking cultures. The Deptford period in the Atlantic subregion of that culture's distribution was a long period during which the basic Coastal Tradition
subsistence and settlement patterns remained stable. This is not to suggest
that no changes occurred. The technological transition from fiber to sand tempered ceramics was accompanied by an equally significant innovation in ceramic
engineering: the slab construction technique was replaced by coiled, malleated
construction. The shallow, flat-bottomed, straight-sided Late Archaic pots
which could be modelled from slabs of clay must have been cumbersome and of
limited usefulness in food preparation. The coiling technique allowed the potter to build deep, round-bottomed jars, to construct necks, and to construct a
stronger, thinner-walled vessel. These changes must have allowed new applications for ceramic vessels, or at least more efficient cooking, carrying, and
storage.
Another change which occurred during the Deptford period was the appearance of burial mounds at some sites. The transition from midden to mound
burial is not only a settlement pattern change but implies a higher level of
social organization.
Settlement was typically within the live oak strand and adjacent to the
salt marsh, on a major ecotone between the Pine Barrens and Coastal biomes
(Milanich 1971:199). Data from Cumberland Island indicate that a kingroup of
30 to 50 people occupying about five nuclear family dwellings made up a
Deptford band (Milanich 1971:199). Subsistence may have been organized around
a pattern of seasonal migration. Marsh, lagoon, and tidal stream habitats furnished a large proportion of the animal species exploited. Terrestrial
species, including deer, raccoon, and turtles were also important. A hunting,
collecting, and gathering economy is indicated.
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On the southern Georgia coast there is evidence for a separate, distinct
culture called Swift Creek occurring at the close of the Deptford period. The
Swift Creek ceramic assemblage contains elaborate stamped designs with
characteristic motifs, including barred ovals, concentric and barred
teardrops, bull's eyes, and a variety of other, predominantly curvilinear
designs. Swift Creek cites were thought to be rare on the coast but two have
been defined at Kings Bay and are currently being studied (9Cam171A and
9Cam185). It is expected that information from these studies will greatly enhance our understanding of this Late Woodland culture.
On the northern Georgia coast the Deptford period is followed by a culture known as Wilmington. Classic Wilmington-style pottery is rare or absent
at Kings Bay; this period deserves closer examination on the lower coast. The
Wilmington period represents a gradual transition occurring at the end of a
long period of relative cultural stability. Social organization was probably
still based on the small, seminomadic band but a possible shift in settlement
pattern is indicated by the appearance of two basic types of sites. In addition to marsh-edge shell middens, nonshell sites occur in upland oak forests.
The ceramic assemblage is characterized by increasing use of cord marking,
which first appeared in late Deptford times, and by the introduction of ground
sherd or grog as a tempering agent. There is no evidence that these changes
can be attributed to an intrusive population, as Waring believed (Williams
1968:221). Subsistence practices continue to reflect heavy exploitation of
marsh and estuary combined with terrestrial hunting and gathering. No clear
indications of the practice of horticulture have been found.
This period is best known from the northern Georgia coast where it appears during the latter half of the first millenium A.D. At the close of the
Wilmington period a brief transitional period, called St. Catherines, is
defined on the basis of research conducted on St. Catherines Island. Ceramics
of this period are distinguished chiefly by the small size of the ground sherd
or clay particles which serve as temper. Net marking and burnishing of surfaces appear in this assemblage. The presence of St. Catherines period occupations on the lower Georgia coast has not yet been confirmed.
Mississippian period. Savannah cultures, representing the final prehistoric period on the coast are thought to have evolved a major departure from
the previously prevailing Coastal Tradition subsistence pattern: the addition
to the diet of significant quantities of cultigens. Beginning about A.D.
1100, Savannah period sites include the largest and most complex prehistoric
occupations on the Georgia coast, reflecting an increase in population size
and level of social organization. These changes seem to indicate the influence of Middle Mississippian cultures in central Georgia. The ceramic assemblage exhibits both continuity, in the refinement of earlier decorative
modes (chiefly cord marking) and change, in the reintroduction of check stamping and complicated stamping. Sites are of several types: platform mound
ceremonial centers, burial mounds, large villages, and small, seasonal
campsites. Crook has defined a site type, the aggregate village, which
represents the major population concentrations during this period. An aggregate village is characterized by its large size and clustered, circular
shell middens, by the presence of two or more mounds, and by Mississippian
period temporal association (1978:21). A site of this type on Sapelo Island
was investigated by Crook and furnishes the most detailed data available on
the Savannah period adaptation. Crook found evidence of large communal
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structures, pallisades, and heavy reliance on estuarine resources, especially
fish. Although cultigens figure prominently in the proposed subsistence model,
no direct evidence of horticulture was recovered. A ranked chiefdom level
society is inferred (1978).
Protohistoric period. By the time of Spanish contact in the early 16th
century, the aboriginal ceramic complex on the coast exhibited major differences from the preceding Savannah period assemblage. These changes are attributed to continuing influences from the Lamar culture of the interior.
Ideas, at least, perhaps also people, were diffusing toward the coast. The
aboriginal inhabitants on the Georgia coast north of Cumberland Island were
called the Guale by the Spaniards. Those from Cumberland Island southward
were the Timucua.
Some archaeologists place the beginning of the Irene period as early as
A.D. 1250 (Fryman et al. 1979:38) or A.D. 1300 (DePratter 1979:111), while
others, including Milanich (1977), see continuing developmental changes within
the Savannah period and would begin Irene at earliest contact (A.D. 1526).
There is no evidence for a significant change in subsistence or settlement
pattern after the beginning of the Savannah period and prior to European arrival. It seems most logical to initiate a new period to account for the major
changes which must have begun shortly after contact as European diseases began
to affect aboriginal demographics. It is now believed that earliest contact
occurred between 151 4 and 1516, which would have allowed at least two generations of acculturative change prior to permanent European settlement at St.
Augustine in 1565 (Hoffman 1980).
The Pine Harbor period has been defined by Larson as the temporal equivalent of Irene on the lower Georgia coast (1958b). It differs from Irene in
the presence of an additional ceramic type, McIntosh Incised. Larson has
described the Pine Harbor village pattern as a series of low shell middens,
haphazardly scattered, usually in association with a burial mound in the case
of larger sites. Ethnohistoric documentation confirms the practice of horticulture during this period but Larson feels that its importance was slight
(1978:122). Maize, pumpkin, and beans were cultivated. Continued reliance on
estuarine resources is revealed by the middens which contain a wide variety of
fish and shellfish remains. Terrestrial species also occur.
Larson has synthesized archaeological and ethnohistoric data to provide a
picture of Guale Indian life under the influence of Spanish contact (1978).
Irene/Pine Harbor represents the early period of sporadic, exploratory contact. Altamaha/Sutherland Bluff represents the period of intensive contact after the establishment of the mission system and prior to its destruction by
British raiders from the Carolinas (approximately A.D. 1600 to 1700).
Mission period. Altamaha is the name given to the cultural complex which
succeeded Irene on the north Georgia coast. The Sutherland Bluff period followed Pine Harbor on the lower coast. In these sites, San Marcos series
ceramics (the northern equivalents are labelled Altamaha series) occur in association with Spanish artifacts, primarily olive jar and majolica sherds.
A shift in settlement pattern at several levels occurred during this
period. Missionaries seem to have persuaded the inhabitants of at least some
Guale villages to relocate at points convenient to the Spaniards. Jones
20

presents data indicating that, while most of the Spanish missions were
established on the sea islands, the principal towns of the Guale were located
on the mainland coast and along the major rivers (Thomas et al. 1978:194-195).
Larson describes the appearance of Sutherland Bluff period sites and contrasts
them with the pattern of the previous period. Mission period sites lacked low
mounds; instead, the shell was scattered unevenly over the entire site
(1978:132). Other changes, including larger cultivated fields, resulted from
the missionaries' attempts to convert the Guale to sedentary agriculturalism.
Larson notes that the amount of shell on Sutherland Bluff sites is much
less than in earlier periods and attributes this to increased agricultural
reliance. His evidence indicates that hunting and fishing were much less important than in the previous period (1978:132-133). Archaeological measurement of this effect is an important goal for future research at mission period
sites.
Karen Walker has recently reviewed documentary evidence for the postcontact period at Kings Bay in considerable detail (Walker 1984). It is her contention that three types of postcontact sites are represented in the Kings Bay
assemblage: protohistoric Guale and Timucua occupations (1500-1665) at the
Marsh Area of the Devils Walkingstick Site (9Cam177D) and a historic period
Guale (Sutherland Bluff phase) occupation dating from 1675 to 1720 or even
later at the Bluff Area of the Kings Bay Site (9Cam171A) (Walker 1984). The
opportunity to examine more closely the differences in these two ethnic groups
and in their responses to the acculturation process is an important research
potential of the cultural resource base at Kings Bay.
Kings Bay

Reference has been made, in the previous sections, to various reports of
earlier work at Kings Bay. These projects are summarized below.
Phase I survey work was initiated in 1977 as part of the DEIS preparation
effort by the Navy while Kings Bay was still the Army's Military Ocean
Terminal at Kings Bay (MOTKI). The survey was conducted by the University of
Florida under contract with PLANTEC, a subsidiary of Renolds, Smith and Hills,
of Jacksonville. Dr. Charles H. Fairbanks served as principal investigator
and Robin Smith directed the fieldwork, performed the analysis, and wrote the
final report (Smith 1978). Work involved one month of preliminary research,
nine months of field survey with a crew of four, and six months of report
preparation. The survey methodology included reconnaissance of 100 percent of
the firelanes on the base, giving roughly equivalent coverage to all enviromental zones, and systematic subsurface sampling of archaeologically sensitive areas. These areas included high land adjacent to the salt marsh and/or
freshwater streams and areas of historic activity discovered through documentary research. Thirty-four.aboriginal and historic sites were discovered,
defined and sampled, 27 of these were judged potentially eligible for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. It was found that aboriginal
sites at Kings Bay are primarily oystershell middens deposited along the edge
of the marsh. They range in age from Late Archaic, beginning about 1000 B.C.
to Mission phase, ending around A.D. 1700. Euro-American sites include late
18th and early 19th century plantations and small homesteads. It was recommended that further testing be conducted at any of the 27 potentially eligible
sites threatened by base development.
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While field survey was in progress immediate threats to two sites
resulted in the initiation of Phase II and III work in the winter of 1978.
Work was conducted by the University of Florida Archaeological Field School
under the direction of Dr. Don Rice. Robert A. Johnson directed the fieldwork
and analysis and wrote the report (Johnson 1978). The sites were Mill Creek
Shell Midden A, 9Cam167, and the King Plantation Outbuilding Site, 9Cam173.
The former proved to be a multicomponent site containing pottery representing
virtually every aboriginal occupation from Late Archaic through Mission
period. The latter was a plantation period specialized activity area probably
associated with the Thomas King Plantation, 9Cam172, which fronted on the bay.
By 1979 the Navy had identified primary impact areas for initial stages
of development together with the sites involved. The University of Florida entered into a contract for testing at a series of ten sites, including four of
the largest sites on the base. Dr. Charles H. Fairbanks again served as
Principal Investigator and Robin Smith led the research team, which included
Chad Braley, Nina Borremans, and Marian Saffer in the field; Elizabeth Reitz
joined the team during analysis (Smith et al. 1981). Phase II testing was carried out over a 6-month period during the fall and winter of 1979/80, analysis
and report preparation took place during the following twelve months.
The organization and scale of the Phase II project allowed systematic
testing of the six prehistoric and four historic sites under study and
provided information on a number of significant research topics. For the
series of sites sampled, it was determined that a nonshell Late Archaic occupation is present in two locations and that Deptford period components are
present but not extensive. A large Swift Creek period deposit, unusual for the
Camden County area, was discovered. Mississippian period components were
found to be numerous and varied, reflecting the population increase and
greater organizational complexity recognized for this period elsewhere in the
Southeast. Both early and late Mississippian period ceramic components exhibited significant differences from their counterparts on the northern
Georgia coast. The earlier Mississipian component, termed
Wilmington/Savannah, lacked check stamping and contained few sherds which combined heavy cord marking with grog tempering. A St. Johns-related assemblage
containing sponge spicule "tempered" wares in addition to sandy or gritty cord
marked sherds appeared to represent the late Mississippian period occupation
in the area. A subsistence adaptation characterized by heavy reliance on estuarine resources was observed at most of the prehistoric sites, while
repeated occupation of the bluff edge reflects the general coastal pattern of
settlement. Historic period sites were found to represent at least four
socioeconomic levels: upper class planter, middle class planter, slave and low
status, non-slaveholding white. At the middle class planter's site (the Kings
Bay Plantation Site, 9Cam172), an early slave settlement was defined. This
site appears to differ from other coastal slave sites in the presence of a
high proportion of slipware bowls and a heavy reliance on beef. Significant
differences in ceramic assemblages were interpreted as reflecting differing
socioeconomic statuses between the residents of the Kings Bay Plantation Site,
9Cam1724, and Marianna Plantation, 9Cam176. The observation that the planter's
diet included a large proportion of wild game confirms a pattern reported at
other plantation period sites. The low status white subsistence sample was
characterized by a low dependence on domesticants.
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The secondary testing program laid the groundwork for a third phase of
research which is still in progress. Three of the ten sites studied in Phase
II were found to be both significant and threatened by projected development.
These sites were the Kings Bay Site, 9Cam171 (partial), the Devils
Walkingstick Site, 9Cam177, and the Kings Bay Plantation Site, 9Cam172. A
preliminary proposal for data recovery at these sites was written by the Phase
II researchers (Wayne and Smith 1980), the Phase III team was designed to include three site archaeologists, a ceramist, and a zooarcheologist. It was
anticipated that the three site specialists would produce interpretive studies
while the ceramist and zooarchaeologist would conduct intersite comparative
studies. In 1981 Dr. William Adams was hired to head the investigation effort
which involved a five-month period of fieldwork during the summer of 1981 with
a field crew averaging 30 persons. As of this writing the final report on
Phase III was in draft form (Adams 1984). Wherever possible information from
this report will be incorporated in the Cherry Point report for comparative
purposes.
Since initiation of the Phase III contract, the University of Florida has
conducted a number of other small, limited testing projects at Kings Bay
sites. None of these is yet in final form.
Previous Work at Cherry Point
During the 1977-78 survey, 98 screened shovel tests 0.5 m square were dug
within the limits of 9Cam187. These tests yielded an average of 4.8 sherds per
positive test and a total of 183 sherds for the site. Identifiable pottery
types include 36.6 percent St. Simons series, 6.6 percent Savannah series, 4.4
percent San Marcos series, and 1.6 percent St. Johns series. In a generalized
description of the site it was noted that shell midden occurs within 25 m of
the coast while a nonshell ceramic component extends inland an average of 125
m. Survey tests also revealed features interpretable as postmolds and
hearths. Lithic artifacts were rarely encountered and preserved bone was confined to shell midden areas.
It was recommended that this site be nominated to the National Register
on the basis of its potential for informing on the Late Archaic and the
Mississipian periods. It was postulated that a specialized, mainland site type
might be represented by the nonshell St. Simons component. The Savannah and
St. Johns components offer the opportunity for exploring adaptive differences
between these two, possibly contemporary, Mississipian period cultures.
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Chapter 3
RESEARCH DESIGN

Theoretical Orientation
The approach to interpreting the past employed in this study and in
previous work by the author at Kings Bay is built upon two interdependent
theoretical stances: cultural materialism and cultural ecology. These are both
widely accepted paradigms in the field of prehistoric archaeology; that is,
they are commonly used systems of relating observations to the phenomenon under study. Cultural materialism explains a cultural system in terms of a set
of hierarchically interconnected subsystems. These are: the infrastructure,
consisting of productive and reproductive arrangements, the structure, composed of the domestic and political economies, and the superstructure, encompassing a variety of esthetic, recreational, and intellectual pursuits. It is
the infrastructure that deals with the interface between the natural environment and culture and that shapes the form and content of the structure and superstructure. Most often, archaeologically recoverable specimens are remnants
or byproducts of infrastructural elements and activities. Cultural
materialism is a useful research strategy for archaeologists because it explains higher levels of the cultural system (the structure and superstructure)
in terms of the basal subsystem (the infrastructure) which is most directly
approachable using archaeological materials and methods.
Cultural ecology, also, focuses on the economic basis of a cultural system. This approach is founded on the premise that the structure and dynamics
of the cultural subsystem of a region's ecosystem may be studied in the same
manner as other biological subsystems. Important energy exchanges between the
cultural subsystem and the environment are most easily seen when both are
modeled in similar terms. Perhaps the most useful aspect of cultural ecology
for archaeological research is its emphasis on human-environment relations as
a two-way exchange. Neither environmental determinism nor cultural determinism
adequately explains the variety and complexity of human cultures. Rather,
people both act on and are acted upon by their environments. Cultural ecology
is a useful approach for archaeologists because extensive research in the
field of ecology has produced many models and tools for studying these interactions, and because environmental modifications and byproducts are often the
most abundant category of data in archaeological sites.
In terms of the research design for secondary testing at Cherry Point,
this theoretical orientation serves to define whether or not significant
problems can be investigated. Both an interpretive framework and an adequate
data base are needed. Secondary testing methods were selected to explore these
dimensions of the resource base.

Research Objectives
The primary goal of Phase II research at the Cherry Point Prehistoric
Site was to supplement the amount and kinds of information available from the
survey in order to determine the scientific research potential of the site. It
was expected that some of the information gained in the process would be
intrinsically interesting and would constitute a substantive contribution to
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archaeological knowledge of the area. In particular, settlement pattern data
can be extracted at the survey and secondary testing levels of research and it
was anticipated that the multicomponent nature of the site would afford an opportunity to study diachronic change in settlement pattern.
Research questions formulated prior to the beginning of fieldwork were
organized into four general categories and presented in the proposal as
follows:
A. Site Integrity. Do the areas tested exhibit aboriginal cultural
deposits which can be interpreted? While some mixing of
aboriginal contexts is expected as a consequence of the process
of reoccupation, discrete features should represent single components and strata should not be reversed.
B. Site Content. What temporal periods are indicated by the pottery
sample recovered? What activities are represented? What scale of
social organization is indicated? What quality of preservation of
subsistence remains may be expected?
C. Site Structure. Are the horizontal strata drawn on the basis of
survey data (Stage 1 of fieldwork) confirmed by secondary testing
results? What are the implications of this change or lack of
change in settlement pattern for the evolution of coastal adaptations at Kings Bay?
D. Research Potential. In view of the answers to the preceding questions, and in view of information available from prior research
programs at Kings Bay, is further study of the Cherry Point
Prehistoric Site likely to yield significant data which will enhance our understanding of prehistoric lifeways? If so, what
questions should be posed and how can they be answered?
A more extensive list of "working" questions" was composed in the course of
test excavations and during analysis. These may be organized along the same
lines as the a priori questions, with the number of positive responses in the
first three categories (Site Integrity, Structure, and Content) directly related to the degree of affirmation for the last question (Research Potential).
Site Integrity
1. Are different ceramic types or ware groups stratified across the
site, vertically and/or horizontally? This can be examined by
constructing and comparing vertical and horizontal distribution
maps.
2. Are vertical and horizontal strata each relatively unmixed?
3. Are recent postdepositional disturbances of a scale and character which allow interpretation of the earlier cultural deposits?
For example, can a plowzone and an undisturbed subplowzone
stratum be defined?
4. Are discrete features containing diagnostic artifacts present?
Site Content
5. Does the ceramic assemblage exhibit types which allow identification of temporal position?
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6.Does the ceramic assemblage exhibit forms which permit inference
of functions?
7. Does the artifact assemblage contain a variety of material and
form types so that multiple lines of evidence may be brought to
bear on research questions?
8. Are faunal remains in a good state of preservation present?
9.Do temporally diagnostic artifacts in discrete contexts occur in
association with interpretable faunal samples and/or datable
radiocarbon samples?
10.Do parameters such as area or depth of deposit indicate social
group size?
11. Are nonceramic artifacts present in sufficient quantitites/concentrations to indicate specialized activity areas?
Site Structure
12.Is it possible to demonstrate a relationship between the extents
of temporal components and other spatial attributes such as the
shell midden stratum or soil associations?
13.Is it possible to demonstrate significant differences in choice
of settlement location through time?
14.Is the multicomponent character of the Cherry Point deposit
similar to or different from that of other multicomponent sites
at Kings Bay?
Operationalization
In order to secure the data necessary to answer the questions posed
above, three general guidelines for formulating the testing methodology were
defined. First, the limited sample available from the survey testing program
should be enlarged. In terms of assemblage size it was felt that a two- or
three-fold increase in sherd count would indicate whether any significant
minority types had been missed in the survey sample. If not, then the enlarged
sample could be assumed to provide a reliable representation of assemblage
composition for the site as a whole. In terms of surface exposure, larger individual test units were needed in order to allow detection of features.
Larger units were also needed for vertical exposure in order to permit evaluation of stratigraphy. Second, the sample should be more detailed. To this end
a smaller screen size was used and provision was made for the collection of a
limited number of column samples. Third, it was desired that the sample be unbiased. It is always tempting, when testing a known site, to dig in areas
which have previously been productive. This strategy, however, amounts to
pursuing a self-fulfilling prophecy and leaves unknown areas of a site untested. In order to avoid this bias, the placement of individual test units was
randomly determined. Because it was known that the site contained both shell
and nonshell areas, two sampling strata were defined, with units randomly
selected within each. This prevented uneven clustering of test units and allowed direct comparison of the two strata. Using the three guidelines
enumerated above, a detailed methodology for fieldwork was designed. This
methodology is described in the next chapter.
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Chapter 4
METHODS
Preliminary Research
This investigation was initiated December 20, 1982, with a three-day
period of background research at the Florida State Museum (FSM), Gainesville,
where collections and documents from the 1978 archaeological survey of Kings
Bay are curated. Since results of the systematic 50 cm tests dug during the
survey are summarized in a single table in the survey report, more information
on intrasite variability was desired. Survey observations for each test pit,
including soil type, amount of shell present, and number and types of artifacts, were noted. These observations were then examined in an attempt to
delineate horizontal stratification. The only clearly discernable strata
which showed up in the survey data are a shell midden stratum on the eastern
(coastal) edge of the site and a nearly shell-free stratum on the western
edge. On this basis the two sampling strata, A and B, were established. Both
strata contain rather heterogeneous ceramic assemblages. It was expected that
testing would confirm or disconfirm the presence of the predicted strata and,
if confirmed, provide a larger ceramic assemblage for each which might reveal
significant differences between the two.
Fieldwork
Test excavations took place during the two-week period from the 4th to
the 16th of January, 1983. A total of 52 person-days was expended. The crew
consisted of Robin Smith, supervising, assisted by Carolyn Rock, Jeanne Ward,
Stephanie Carver, and Linda Dunn. In addition, Bill Elder contributed to the
excavation effort as a volunteer. No field time was lost due to inclement
weather.
Fieldwork commenced with the construction of a north-south baseline
through the approximate center of the site. The grid was oriented 13 degrees,
45 minutes east of magnetic north in order to place the north-south axis along
a 200 m long jeep trail which bisects the site (see Figure 5). Stakes were
set at 10 m intervals on this line. The grid is tied in to an artesian well
which lies just beyond the south end of the site at grid coordinates 422.5
north and 477 east. (There are no permanent benchmarks or other survey markers
in the area.) The transit was then set up over each stake and east-west lines
were run where necessary to locate sampling units. Thus a 10x10 m grid was
defined over the entire site for use as a sampling frame.
Using the survey data on shell distribution, the sampling frame was
divided into two blocks: Stratum A (nonshell) on the west side and B (shell
midden) on the east side of the site. Stratum A was found to contain 92 10x10
m units while B contains 91 units. Units within each stratum were numbered
independently and a random numbers table was used to select 20 units from each
for sampling. (A separate set of random numbers was drawn for each stratum.)
This yielded a target sample of 40 units. Of these, 37 were completed; 19 in
Stratum A and 18 in Stratum B.
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Each of the targeted 10x10 m units was sampled by excavating a 1x2 m test
pit, oriented east-west, somewhere within its boundaries. Normally the test
pit was placed at the extreme southwestern corner of the unit. However, it
was often the case that large trees or fallen trees in the southwest corner
required that the test be shifted to another position. Thus the primary bias
in the positioning of test pits was the excavator's desire to avoid large
roots whenever possible. Since a thick mat of modern duff and humus obscured
the ground surface, no bias toward excavating in artifact-rich areas was
involved.
Despite its actual position, each 1x2 can be regarded as representing the
sample unit in which it is located. Thus the completed sample consists of 20
percent of the 10x10 m units defined within the site; each unit in this 20
percent is tested by excavation of a 2 percent sample. The total area excavated is 74 square m out of a total defined area of 18,300 square m, or 0.4
percent.
Individual 1x2 m tests were laid out using the transit to align two corners and using hand tapes to define the remaining two corners. Vertical control was maintained using a line level referencing ground surface (the top of
the soil beneath the modern duff and humus) at the southwest corner of each
unit. Tests were excavated in arbitrary levels and natural or cultural zones:
levels were interrupted if a zone interface was encountered within the level
and zones were subdivided if they extended beyond the limits of a level. Thus
each stratigraphic provenience has two identifiers.
All test pit fill was sifted through 1/4 inch mesh hardware cloth. This
mesh size was chosen to produce results comparable to previous testing
programs at Kings Bay, to recover small chert flakes anticipated in the Late
Archaic component, and to recover other small diagnostic artifacts, such as
beads, Spanish glass, and nails, anticipated in the Sutherland Bluff component. Shell was separated from other artifacts, quantified volumetrically,
and discarded in the field.
Tests were excavated to an average depth of 40 cm. In general, excavation was terminated when one sterile level had been encountered. In a few
cases in which the last artifact occurred at the top of an otherwise sterile
level, no additional level was excavated.
In addition to samples from the 37 1x2 m test units, 4 column samples
were collected. Sample locations were selected to explore contents of midden
zones in units with clear evidence of cultural stratigraphy. Each consists of
a 25x25 cm square column of soil excavated by levels and zones to sterile.
The total contents for each provenience was bagged in the field and processed
at the UTC laboratory through 1/4, 1/8, and 1/16 inch mesh screens.
Laboratory Analysis
All field specimens were transported to Chattanooga where they were
processed by students enrolled in Dr. Nicholas Honerkamp's Laboratory Methods
in Archaeology class working under the direct supervision of Sheron L. Yount,
Laboratory Manager. All artifacts were washed, dried, marked with the field
specimen numbers and rebagged with internal and external labels. Each specimen
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collection was then analyzed by material class, form, and function, and was
counted and weighed. Resulting data were recorded on cards for each specimen
collection and then encoded and entered as a computer file.
Column samples were processed using a five-step regimen as diagramed in
the combination flow chart/analysis form shown in Figure 6. Each sample was
weighed, volumetrically measured, and then passed through 1/4, 1/8, and 1/16
inch mesh. At each step soil, shell, artifacts, and modern organic debris were
segregated and quantified. Water was used to wash the soil through the screen
at the last step. This resulted in high visibility of tiny artifacts, bone
fragments, and seeds. Shell fractions were sorted by species and quantified.
Artifact assemblages were analyzed according to the same criteria as field
specimen collections. Soil pH measurements were read for a subsample of soil
from each level of each sample using a Hellige Lilliput pH Meter.
All data management and analysis was accomplished using the UTC Computing
Center's Hewlett-Packard 3000 (HP3000) accessed via a CRT. The Statistical
Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) was used to process and summarize
records (Nie, Hull, Jenkins, Steinbrenner, and Bent 1970). Word processing was
also handled on the HP3000, using the TDP3000 program (Hewlett-Packard 1980).
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Chapter 5
RESULTS

This chapter contains a description of data collected during fieldwork
and laboratory analysis, including stratigraphic data, artifact assemblages,
column sample materials, and feature information. Because it was not known
what quality of bone preservation was to be expected at the site, no zooarcheological analysis was planned. Similarly, funds for radiocarbon dating
were not budgeted because it was not known whether suitable samples would be
recovered. In both cases provision was made to collect samples for later
analysis in the event that the site proved significant. With regard to both
these data sources, the purpose of secondary testing was to determine whether
or not significant samples could be recovered if Phase III excavations were
recommended. Column samples, for example, were designed to measure the amount
and condition of faunal remains present, even though these materials were not
subjected to detailed analysis.
Thirty-seven 1x2 m excavation units and four 25 cm square column samples
were completed during the two-week fieldwork period. Excavation unit parameters are listed in Appendix A. In most cases one crew member was responsible for all excavation work on a pit. Profiles were recorded by a single
individual for the whole site to ensure uniform interpretation. A total
volume of 32 cubic m of earth was excavated in 52 person-days (including
layout and supervision time) for an average rate of 0.62 cubic m per person
per day. The preceding figure reflects moderately heavy tree cover, light underbrush, sandy soils, small amounts of shell midden, simple stratigraphy, few
features, and excellent weather conditions. These variables should be taken
into consideration if this rate of work is used to estimate time and personnel
requirements for future projects (c.f. Adams 1982:6-7).
Stratigraphy and Soils
Despite the fact that soils maps for the Kings Bay area (Figure 4) indicate the presence of Cainhoy Fine Sand over the entire Cherry Point peninsula,
our investigations of the upper 0.5 m of surface soils showed a different distribution. This is not surprising, since soils maps are in large measure interpreted from aerial photography with much more limited ground truthing than
is possible in archaeology. As shown in Figure 7, Cainhoy soil profiles were
encountered only in the southern half of the site; the northern half consistently revealed profiles typical of the Mandarian Fine Sand soil association.
Two units near the center of the site displayed ambiguous stratigraphy, with
both gray and yellow-tan zones in the B horizon. This situation is typical of
junctions between soil associations and has been observed in other sites at
Kings Bay.
Mandarian Fine Sand profiles at Cherry Point generally display a 15 to 20
cm zone of medium gray or medium gray-brown sandy, somewhat humic soil, followed by a 20 to 30 cm zone of light gray sand, underlain by a dark brown,
weakly-cemented organic hardpan or spodic horizon. A representative profile
in test unit 24 at grid location 632N568E is shown in Figure 8. A drawing of
the same wall is provided in Figure 10. Although the A horizon did contain a
small amount of oyster shell, there was no visible departure from natural
stratigraphy in this unit.
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Figure 8.
Photograph of Stratigraphic Profile in Unit 24 Illustrating
Mandarin Fine Sand.
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Figure 9.
Photograph of Stratigraphic Profile in Unit 12 Illustrating
Cainhoy Fine Sand.
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Cainhoy Fine Sand profiles at Cherry Point typically show a 15 to 20 cm
zone of dark gray or medium gray-brown sandy humic soil, followed by a 10 cm
mottled medium gray with medium gray-brown or tan sandy leaching zone, underlain by a 30 to 40 cm (or more) zone of yellow-tan or yellow-brown sandy soil.
Figure 9 illustrates a profile of unit 12 at 540N14614E; the same stratigraphy
is drawn in Figure 11.
Cultural stratigraphy, as compared to the natural stratigraphy described
and illustrated above, was observed in 8 different locations within the site
(units 8, 11, 13, 15, 22, 25, 29, and 30). Cultural strata varied in color,
contents, and density but, in general, appeared as shell midden layers on or
near the surface of the site. Appendix A contains raw data on the occurrence
of shell by level and zone for each unit. These data are summarized in Figure
12 which is a distribution map of total shell volume by unit. Note that, as
is the case for all distribution maps in this report, the data derived from
excavation of each 1x2 m unit have been extrapolated to the entire 10x10 m
area of the sampling unit. This has been done as a very simple form of interpolation between rather widely spaced data points and because it permits
graphic representation of results. It should be borne in mind that there is
probably more variability between sampling points (within 10x10 m sampling
units) than is conveyed by this map.
As shown in Figure 12, some shell was recovered from every excavation
unit at Cherry Point. However, approximately half (n=18) of the 37 units contained only trace amounts of shell (less than 0.5 1). At the upper end of the
scale, six excavation units contained totals of 40 1 or more of shell (units
11, 13, 15, 22, 25, and 29). In each a definite cultural zone was visible in
the stratigraphy and, except for unit 11, the zone was in each case a compact
shell midden layer. Unit 11, together with units 8 and 30, displayed a loose
(unconsolidated) shell midden zone.
Cultural strata in profile are illustrated with photographs and drawings
in Figures 13 through 24. Figures 13 and 15 illustrate low density midden, in
unit 30, in which a moderate amount of shell is distributed throughout a
slightly-darker-than-normal matrix. This absence of distinctive stratigraphy
is typical of unconsolidated midden; profiles for units 8 and 11 are virtually
identical to that of unit 30 and therefore are not illustrated. Figures 14
and 16 through 24 illustrate the appearances of compact shell midden zones in
five units: 13, 15, 22, 25, and 29. Average midden depths vary from 9 cm in
the thinnest to 17 cm in the thickest. Units 13 and 29 exibit dark gray or
gray-brown submidden leaching zones presumably indicative of a large amount of
organic debris deposited along with the shell.
Artifacts
The field specimen collections from the 37 1x2 m tests at 9Cam187 yielded
a total of 803 artifacts. An additional 7 aboriginal sherds and 82 fragments
of bone were recovered from the column samples. No surface materials were observed or collected. The assemblage derived from secondary testing corresponds closely to the survey collection in that prehistoric period components predominate and, of these, the Late Archaic component is most clearly
defined.
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The assemblage contains five primary categories of materials: historic
and modern period artifacts; aboriginal pottery; bone; shell; and stone. Each
of these subassemblages will be characterized in more detail below and, where
appropriate, illustrated.
Historic and Modern Artifacts
This group includes all categories of Euro-American material culture,
with one special exception. Two olive jar sherds, probably of 17th century
Spanish manufacture, were found in association with San Marcos series pottery
at 9Cam187. These will be discussed in the context of the aboriginal assemblage, below. The historic and modern assemblage includes metal (n.255),
pottery (n.21), glass (n=7), stone (n.1), and brick fragments (n.16). None of
these materials predate British settlement of Georgia and no artifacts diagnostic of the colonial or antebellum period were identified. Most of the
material is from the late 19th and early 20th centuries. The 1918 USGS 15
minute topographic quadrangle (Kingsland) for the area shows a single house at
Cherry Point, north of the access road. It is probably safe to assume that
the residence associated with the artesian well south of the site was not yet
in existence when this map was made.
Metal artifacts include items made of iron, lead, brass, and an unidentified whitish-gray metal which is probably zinc. Iron artifacts are 199
fragments of fencewire (barbed and woven wire fencing), 6 square cut nail
fragments, and 26 unidentifiable ferrous metal fragments. The fencewire comes
from units 1 and 20, the northernmost tests on either side of the jeep trail,
close to the access road. Five of the six square cut nails were collected
from units 22 and 25, on either side of a small clearing whiqh contained
modern surface debris. They could represent either a 19th century structure
or salvaged wood from the residential area further north. Lead and brass artifacts are hunting debris: 2 small-caliber lead shot and 3 shotgun shell
bases. The unidentifiable whitish-gray metal, which is probably zinc, occurs
as 19 small, thin flakes which are not suggestive of form or function.
Unidentifiable ferrous metal fragments are scattered across the site with no
obvious concentrations.
Historic and modern ceramic artifacts occur in units 22, 24, 25, and 27
in the northeast corner of the site, and in unit 35 at the southeast edge.
This assemblage includes 13 whiteware (plain white refined earthenware)
sherds, 2 white ironstone sherds, 1 fragment of a coarse, beige stoneware vessel, and three fragments of white clay pipe bowl (probably from a single
pipe). The other 2 historic sherds are the olive jar sherds mentioned
previously, from unit 26. Given that these are both simply coarse earthenware
storage vessel body fragments, they could possibly be elements of the
British-American assemblage just described.
Glass fragments are 5 clear and brown modern bottle glass sherds from
units 22 and 25 and 2 fragments of heavily patinated olive green bottle glass
from unit 24. While the latter are probably 19th century material, no datable
form attributes are represented.
The single historic stone artifact is a fragment of a thin, dark gray
slate roof shingle from-unit 21. Brick fragments, none of which are large or
have adhering mortar, are from units 25 and 27.
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Most of the historic and modern materials at Cherry Point were recovered
from a few units clustered in the northeast section of the site, near the access road which leads to the area of historic and modern period occupation
(9Cam196). Collection of these materials was incidental to testing of the
prehistoric component. The remains suggest that animal husbandry (cattle
and/or hogs), hunting, and either a small or short-term domestic occupation
took place here. None of the test units revealed historic features, historic
midden, or evidence of a post-contact occupation extensive enough to seriously
disturb the aboriginal component.
Aboriginal Pottery
The aboriginal ceramic assemblage of 447 sherds from 37 tests is summarized in Table 2. The 7 sherds collected from 4 column samples are not included in this table because placement of column samples was biased toward
units containing midden zones. The column sample assemblage included 1 sand
tempered plain, 1 grog tempered plain, 2 sand tempered eroded, and 3 sand tempered cord marked sherds.
Because the collection contained very few rimsherds and even fewer sherds
large enough to indicate vessel form, analysis was based upon two universally
observable attributes: surface treatment and paste inclusions. These attributes are also the primary variables used in most typological classifications of coastal pottery and therefore offer the best data base for intersite
comparison of assemblages. Definitions of variables and attributes and
methods of identification used in this study are comparable to those used in
analysis of Kings Bay secondary testing data (Smith 1982:154-163).
Definitions are summarized in Tables 3 and 4.
For purposes of discussion, the assemblage has been divided into seven
groups which correspond, roughly, to named ceramic series or ware groups.
These groups, and their proportions within the assemblage are as follows:
Fiber Tempered (n=71; 15.9%); possible Deptford (n=9; 2.0%); Wilmington or
Savannah (n.47; 10.5%); Savannah (n=79; 17.7%); San Marcos (n=27; 6.0%); unassignable (n=206; 45.9%). The spatial distributions of these groups will be
examined in a later section of this chapter.
Fiber Tempered. Fiber tempered pottery (n=71) is the most readily identifiable group in the assemblage. These sherds possess a fine, compact paste
pierced by numerous hollow channels. Variable amounts of fine sand- and sandsize quartz particles occur in the paste. The presence of sand in these
sherds is probably a consequence of its natural occurrence in the clay source
used to manufacture fiber tempered pottery, rather than being attributable to
the deliberate addition of sand to the clay. However, this question has yet
to be specifically investigated.
Two modes of surface treatment were observed in the assemblage: plain and
scraped. The plain sherds have relatively smooth interior and exterior surfaces which are pitted by vermiculations. The single plain rimsherd, illustrated in Figure 25, has a straight lip and a squared-off, flat rim. The
sherd is 9 cm thick. Scraped sherds have roughly tooled interior and exterior
surfaces which appear to be the result of thinning, shaping, or smoothing the
walls of the vessel with a stick, piece of bone, shell, or other similiar
tool. Toolmarks are quite variable in orientation and width and do not always
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Table 2.

Aboriginal Pottery Assemblage from the Cherry Point
Prehistoric Site, 9Cam187.

Surface Treatment

Paste
Inclusions

Series

plain
scraped

fiber
fiber

Fiber Tempered
Fiber Tempered

cross simple stamped
simple stamped
check stamped

sand
fine sand
sand

plain
eroded

64
7

14.3
1.6

Deptford ?
Deptford ?
Deptford ?

2
2
5

0.4
0.4
1.1

sponge spicules
sponge spicules

St. Johns
St. Johns

3
5

0.7
1.1

plain

grog

1.6

plain
eroded
check stamped
cob marked
simple stamped

grog and sand
grog
grog
grog
grog and grit

Wilmington (Wil)
7
or Savannah (Sav)
26
(Wil) or (Sav)
(Wil) or (Salt)
3
(Wil) or (Sav)
9
(Wil) or (Sam)
(Wil) or (Sav)

cord marked

sand

Savannah

plain
eroded
check stamped
cross simple stamped
curvilinear complicated
cross simple stamped
cross simple stamped

grit
grit
grit
grit
grit*
grit
sand**

San
San
San
San
San
San
San

plain
plain
plain
eroded
eroded
curvilinear complicated
curvilinear complicated
incised

sand
sand
fine
sand
fine
sand
sand
sand

unassignable
unassignable
unassignable
unassignable
unassignable
unassignable
unassignable
unassignable

and grit
sand
sand
and grit

Marcos
Marcos
Marcos
Marcos
Marcos
Marcos
Marcos

79

17.7

8
9
14

1.8
2.0
0.9
0.7
0.2
0.2
0.2

1
1
1
82
10
5
104
2

447

TOTAL
*interior red filmed
**San Marcos rim treatment
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5.8
0.7
2.0
0.2
0.2

18.3
2.2
1.1
23.3
0.2
0.4
0.2
0.2
99.7

Table 3.

Aboriginal Ceramic Surface Treatments Observed in Analysis of
Pottery from 9Cam187.

Variable
Name

Definition

ERODED

Eroded Surface. Exterior Surface weathered to the
extent that original surface treatment cannot be determined.

PLAIN

Plain Surface. Includes range of finishes from "smooth
plain" to "rough plain" exterior.

INCISED

Incised Surface. Plain exterior surface marked with
linear cuts caused by use of stylus on wet or leather-dry paste.

SIMPLE
STAMPED

Simple Stamped Surface. Exterior surface impressed
with linear, parallel lands and grooves.

CROSS
SIMPLE
STAMPED

Cross Simple Stamped Surface. Exterior surface impressed
with linear parallel lands and grooves, overstamped to
produce raised rectangles in a depressed grid.

CHECK
STAMPED

Check Stamped Surface. Exterior surface impressed with
carved paddle producing a raised grid and depressed squares;
checks less than 5 mm across.

CORDMARKED

Cord Marked Surface. Exterior surface impressed with
parallel lines of twisted cord; cord impressions less than 3 mm
wide. Includes Cross Cord Marked Surface. Exterior Surface
impressed with parallel lines of twisted cord; overstamped at
perpendicular or acute angle; cord impressions less than 3 mm
wide.

CURVILINEAR
COMPLICATED

Curvilinear Complicated Stamped Surface. Exterior surface
impressed with carved paddle; design composed of
curvilinear elements; fragments too small for specific
identification.

STAMPED

COBMARKED

Cob Marked Surface. Exterior surface roughened with rows
of marks which appear to have been produced by cupules of an
empty corn cob.

SCRAPED

Scraped Surface. Exterior and somtimes interior surface
coarsely smoothed while wet or leather dry with a flat tool such
as a cane, bone, or shell. Not evenly striated, as with a
serrated shell edge.
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Table

4.

Variable
Name

Aboriginal Ceramic Paste Inclusions Observed in Analysis
of Pottery from 9Cam187.

Definition

FIBER

Fiber Inclusions. Vermiculation occurs in otherwise fine,
dense paste.

SPONGE
SPICULES

Sponge Spicule Inclusions (Chalky). Clear,
needle-shaped spicules of fresh water sponges, observable
under 70x magnification, occur throughout paste.

FINE SAND

Fine Sand Inclusions. Quartz granules less than 0.2
mm in diameter occur regularly in fine, compact paste.

SAND

Sand Inclusions. Quartz granules, predominantly in the
range 0.2 to 0.5 mm diameter, occur regularly.

SAND AND
GRIT

Sand and Grit Inclusions. Quartz granules in size
classes 0.2 to 0.5 mm and 0.5 to 1.0 mm occur in
approximately equal amounts.

GRIT

Grit Inclusions. Quartz particles in the size range
0.5 to 1.0 mm account for more than 50 percent of each
field; few sand size particles occur.

GROG

Grog Inclusions. Inclusions appear to be fragments of
dried or fired clay ranging in size from 0.5 to 5 mm.

GROG AND
SAND

Grog and Sand Inclusions. Inclusions are fragments of
dried or fired clay, ranging in size from 0.5 to 5.0
mm and containing sand size quartz particles; sand
size quartz is also present throughout the paste.

GROG AND
GRIT

Grog and Grit Inclusions. Inclusions are fragments
of dried or fired clay, ranging in size from 0.5 to
5.0 mm and containing sand size quartz particles;
grit size quartz is also present throughout the paste.
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appear on both surfaces. The single scraped rimsherd in the collection,
illustrated in Figure 25, has a straight lip and a flattened rim; this sherd
is 5 cm thick. In view of the small number of scraped sherds in the assemblage, it is not possible to generalize further. However, this mode of
surface treatment has been noted at other sites and ought to be formally
described when a large enough assemblage is available.
Figure 26 illustrates the distribution of fiber tempered pottery
recovered in Phase II testing at Cherry Point. All Late Archaic materials
were recovered from the southern half of the site in the Cainhoy Fine Sand
area.
Nine sherds in an assemblage of 391 fiber tempered sherds from the Devils
Walkingstick Site, 9Cam177, are described by Borremans as shell scored (Smith
et al. 1981:730-736). Her description of shell scoring, however, does not fit
the Cherry Point sherds; the tool marks are not parallel and regularly spaced
as they would be if produced by the serrated lip or ribbed surface of a shell.
One additional scraped or scored sherd was recovered from the same area of
9Cam177 during Phase III excavations and is described by DesJean as "shell
dragged" (DesJean et al. 1984:223-224).
"Decorated," that is, incised and/or punctated fiber tempered sherds, are
notably absent from this assemblage. Since they do occur in the survey assemblage from 9Cam187, and since they do occur in other sites at Kings Bay,
their absence here may be attributable to the small size and limited scope of
the Phase II assemblage. The survey collection of 183 sherds contained 50 St.
Simons Linear Punctated sherds, 13 fiber tempered plain sherds, and 4 semifiber tempered plain sherds. All 50 decorated sherds were from a single 50 cm
square test located north of the access road and near the western edge of the
Cherry Point Prehistoric Site. Thus it seems likely that there are at least
two different Late Archaic occupation areas within the Cherry Point Site. It
is not possible to say whether these differ temporally, due to the small size
of the survey collection from the part of the site north of the access road.
It is also notable that no Orange motif fiber tempered sherds were found at
Cherry Point. In other sites at Kings Bay where Orange motifs occur, St.
Simons types are absent (9Cam177, 9Cam173, 9Cam171A). At the Frohock Point
Site, 9Cam184, which is represented by a small survey sample only, both incised and punctated fiber tempered sherds were found. Linear punctation also
occurs at 9Cam188, the Davis Farm Site.
Deptford. This small group contained 9 sand or fine sand tempered sherds
which might be associated with a Deptford occupation of the site. None of
these sherds, however, is large or bears a distinctive Deptford surface treatment such as bold check stamping or linear check stamping. The check stamped
sherds might also be attributed to the Savannah series, but with an assemblage
so small there is no firm basis for either attribution. The simple stamped
and cross-simple stamped sherds are also small and indistinctly marked. They
may in fact be Deptford Simple Stamped, or they might be partially obliterated
portions of some other motif.
The sherds in this group are scattered across five different, nonadjacent
units and present no significant clustering. Thus, even if they do in fact
all date from an early Woodland occupation, it does not constitute a
significant component at this site.
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Figure 25. Fiber Tempered Pottery from 9Cam187. All specimens are fiber and
sand tempered; both rims are straight with a square, flat lip. A. Plain rim, 8
mm thick (F.S. 92). B. Scraped rim, 5 mm thick, both fragments exhibit coil
fractures (F.S. 122). C, D. Scraped sherds (F.S. 122, 126). E, F. Plain
sherds; E is a basal fragment of a flat-bottomed vessel (F.S. 101,68).
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St. Johns. Sponge spicule bearing clays, which produce sherds with a
chalky appearance and feel, are characteristic of St. Johns series pottery, as
described by several authors for the St. Johns River region (Milanich and
Fairbanks 1980; Goggin 1952). Only 8 chalky sherds were collected at 9Cam187;
3 of these were plain and 5 were eroded sherds. Small amounts of St. Johns
series pottery are found in several of the survey assemblages for sites at
Kings Bay. Collections from secondary testing confirmed this pattern, with
evidence in most cases that the St. Johns pottery was a minority ware in a
Savannah assemblage. In two locations, however, it appeared that the St.
Johns pottery played a larger role in the local material culture. At 9Cam179,
a small, single component site, a bitypical assemblage containing St. Johns
Plain and Check Stamped pottery together with Savannah Fine Cord Marked pottery, was defined (Smith 1982:364-421). At 9Cam171B a predominantly St. Johns
assemblage was strongly correlated with a Savannah Fine Cord Marked assemblage
in a spatially discrete portion of the site (Smith et al. 1981:536-554). In
both cases, sufficient amounts of St. Johns wares were present to hypothesize
at least the following_ alternative explanations:
1. local manufacture of St. Johns wares using sponge spicule
bearing clays from as yet undefined sources, or
2. regular trade with the St. Johns region in commodities packed in St. Johns (chalky ware) vessels, or
3. periodic occupation (probably seasonal) of the area by St.
Johns pottery-making peoples who brought their wares with them.
A study of the range and distribution of sponge spicule bearing clays in
relation to the occurrence of St. Johns pottery would be highly useful.
Preliminary information from Phase III ceramic technological research indicates no sponge spicule bearing clays among the six local samples studies.
Figure 27 shows the distribution of St. Johns series sherds at Cherry
Point. In view of the very small assemblage size and scattered distribution
defined for these materials, it seems most appropriate to label this a
minority type in the collection. St. Johns occurs as a minority type in
several other Kings Bay assemblages and in sites as far north along the coast
as Sapelo Island (Crook 1978). Further research into the functional implications of this phenomenon is needed, but it seems unlikely that an appropriate
data base for exploring this particular question can be derived from 9Cam187.
Wilmington or Savannah. The transition from Woodland to Mississippian
period cultures on the Georgia coast is not clearly defined; the lower Georgia
coast in the vicinity of Kings Bay is even less well-understood. For the
lower coast, two major departures from the general coastal sequence require
explanation: the absence there of a classic Wilmington component and the
presence of a well-represented Swift Creek component.
Grog tempering first appears in the coastal ceramic complex during the
Wilmington period and persists as part of the complex through the Savannah
period. Typically, the grog inclusions occur in combination with other
materials, such as quartz sand or grit, shell, and mica. These materials are
probably naturally-occurring inclusions in different clay sources, while the
grog is either a deliberate modification of the clay or an inadvertant
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Figure 27. St. Johns Series Pottery Distribution Map.
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modification of the natural clay which occurs as a consequence of the method
of preparation (c.f. Espenshade 1984). Although grog tempered pottery composes only part of the Wilmington and Savannah complexes, this paste type does
seem to be a good marker for Mississippian period occupations. If any
generalization can be made about the practice of grog tempering, it is that
there is a tendency toward a decrease in particle size through time. The St.
Catherines series, a post-Wilmington phase defined on the basis of a sample
from St. Catherines Island, is distinguished chiefly by the small size of grog
particles in the paste (Caldwell 1971; DePratter 1979).
In the Cherry Point assemblage, plain, check stamped, cob marked, and
simple stamped sherds having grog inclusions were grouped together. The
single examples of cob marking and simple stamping also contained quartz
inclusions.
This subassemblage closely resembles the same cluster of attribute combinations in the Kings Bay Site (9Cam171) assemblage in that plain sherds and
sherds having a grog and sand combination paste predominate (Smith et al.
1981:440).
Figure 28 shows the distribution of grog tempered sherds within the
Cherry Point Site. This subassemblage is limited to the northern half of the
site and, except for unit 27, shows no major peaks. The absence of any grog
tempered sherds at three sampling points adjacent to unit 19 tends to refute
speculation that this peak represents a major concentration within the site.
Most of the grog tempered sherds occur on Mandarin Fine Sand.
Savannah. The subassemblage containing the largest group of identifiable
sherds that can be associated with a temporally distinctive ceramic series is
here labelled Savannah. This is a group of 79 cord marked, sand tempered
sherds, several of which are illustrated in Figure 29. Cord width is fine to
medium and cross cord marking occurs.
As shown in Figure 30, cord marked pottery occurs throughout the Cherry
Point Site with multiple, nonadjacent peaks in the distribution. These peaks
are suggestive of a large, multi-unit occupation or a number of small, localized occupations. It is not possible to distinguish between these two alternatives with the available data.
San Marcos. The San Marcos pottery series was originally defined on the
basis of samples from early historic period contexts in St. Augustine (Smith
1948). A parallel, very similar, and at least partially contemporaneous
series defined for coastal Georgia is labelled Altamaha. San Marcos-like
sherds have been found in association with Irene pottery, presumably in
prehistoric contexts, and in association with Spanish majolica and olive jar
sherds, in clearly historic contexts. This series is characterized by gritsize quartz paste inclusions, by distinctive, deeply impressed, cross simple,
line-block, and complicated stamped motifs, and by wide, folded rims which are
frequently adorned with lugs, pinched bands, or incising. Red filming is common, as are, in later examples, European vessel form attributes. There is a
wide range of variability in this series.
San Marcos series pottery from Cherry Point is illustrated in Figure 31.
Sherd A, a sand tempered, cross simple stamped sherd, has a wide, folded,
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centimeters

Figure 29. Cord Marked Pottery from 9Cam187. All specimens are sand tempered.
A. Medium Cord Marked rim; straight rim with tapered, rounded lip (F.S. 97).
B. Medium Cord Marked (F.S. 101). C, D, E. Savannah Fine Cord Marked (F.S.
96,19,23).
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Figure 31. San Marcos Series and Spanish Pottery from 9Cam187. A. San Marcos
Cross-Simple Stamped rimsherd; 21 mm lip is folded and slashed; rim is
B. San Marcos Cross-Simple Stamped;
everted; fine sand tempered (F.S. 89).
grit-tempered (F.S. 89). C. San Marcos Check Stamped; grit-tempered (F.S.
119). D. San Marcos Incised; grit-tempered; red-filmed interior (F.S. 86). E.
Spanish olive jar body sherd (F.S. 29).
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flaring rim decorated with vertical incisions. B is a coarse grit tempered,
simple stamped sherd, while C has the same paste characteristics but bears a
check stamped surface. D is also grit tempered; the exterior exhibits incised
parallel lines and the interior is red filmed. Sherds A, B, and D are all
from unit 15, which had the highest concentration of San Marcos pottery at the
site. Grit tempered sherds are also concentrated in unit 30 and occur sparsely over most of the site. The distribution of grit tempered sherds is illustrated in Figure 32.
Unassignable. This subgroup contains 45.9 percent of the pottery collection from Cherry Point and is composed of all sherds which lack temporally
sensitive attributes. The majority of these are sand tempered plain or eroded
sherds; their distribution is shown in Figure 33.
Spanish pottery. Two unglazed coarse earthenware sherds were recovered
from unit 26. This excavation unit also produced a cross simple stamped, grit
tempered sherd, a nonutilized, heat-treated chert flake, and several unassignable sherds. The two European sherds are probably Spanish olive jar and are
associated with the Sutherland Bluff occupation of the site.
Bone
No worked bone artifacts were collected from any excavated context at
Cherry Point. Vertebrate faunal remains were absent or rare, except in shell
midden zones where they were fragmentary and present in very small amounts.
Faunal samples are summarized in Table 5.
Because previous research at Kings Bay has demonstrated that 1/4 inch
screening can result in systematic selection against small specimens typically
present in coastal sites, column samples were collected and fine-screened for
comparison (1/4, 1/8, and 1/16 inch meshes). A total of 38 g of bone was collected (by 1/4 inch screening) from all proveniences of all 37 test units. Of
this, 13.1 g came from the 4 units with well-defined midden zones which were
also column-sampled (units 29, 11, 13, and 15). A total of 4.5 g of bone was
collected from these column samples. Together, the column samples contain an
area 3 percent the size of the 4 test units but yielded 34 percent (by weight)
as much bone. This shows that fine screening increased the bone yield for the
contexts studied by a factor of 10. Most of the specimens smaller than 1/4
inch are fish or unidentifiable fragments. Overall, the amount of bone
present in shell midden contexts is low compared to dense shell midden areas
and features in the Kings Bay Site (9Cam171). At Cherry Point it would be
necessary to excavate and fine screen very large areas of midden in order to
obtain a faunal sample sufficiently large for reliable representation of
aboriginal species exploitation.
Shell
Shell artifacts were not specifically targeted in this research because
previous studies at Kings Bay have shown that worked shell is extremely rare
and utilized shell is quite difficult to identify. Busycon carica shells were
collected whenever encountered; 6 were recovered from all contexts. Five of
these are illustrated in Figure 34. Only specimen C exhibits modification
which may be the result of butchering and/or use of the shell as a tool. No
evidence of shell tool manufacture was seen in this assemblage.
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Table 5. Vertebrate Faunal Remains from 9Cam187.

Unit
3
9
11
11
11
12
13
15
15
15
15
20
22
22
23
24
25
25
25
26
30
31

Level
2
3
2
3
4
3
2
1
2
2
3
1
3
3
1
2
1
2
3
1
1
4

Zone

Fragments

A
B
A
B
B
A
A
A
A
B
B
A
B
C
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
stain

1
1
4
2
1
1
2
2
1
2
1
1
5
4
1
1
3
1
1
1
1
1

Preliminary Identification
deer tooth
unidentified mammal, slightly charred
deer
deer
unidentified mammal
turtle
unidentified
deer; one fragment slightly charred
unidentified
turtle
unidentified
deer tooth
unidentified
turtle
mammal, charred
deer
1 fish; 2 unidentified
unidentified
mammal
deer
mammal
unidentified
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Busycon carica Specimens from 9Cam187. A, B. Whole specimens
Figure 34.
exhibiting minimal wear to spines which could be natural (occurred during life
of gastropod) (both F.S. 17). C. Whole specimen with "kill" hole; wear to
spines may be natural (F.S. 17). D, E. Small specimens showing heavy attrition
of crown, shoulder, and outer whorl with probable cultural modification of
base (F.S. 13,88).
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Shell debris larger than 1/4 inch was inspected in the field, measured
with a volumetrically graduated bucket, and discarded. Shell volume totals by
unit are illustrated in Figure 12 and listed in Appendix B. This diagram
shows concentrated midden occurring close to the marsh edge in the northern
portion of the site and as far as 50 m inland in the central section. Since
sampling is random and the area covered small, there may be other areas of
concentrated midden not indicated by this map.
Shell recovered from column sample fractions was sorted by species and
weighed. For all proveniences, oyster (Crassostrea virginica) was the
dominant species. Other molluscs, including Atlantic ribbed mussel (Geukensia
demissa), salt marsh periwinkle (Littorina irrorata), quahog clam (Mercenaria
sp.), and mud nassa (Illyanassa obsoletus) occurred in amounts small enough to
be considered incidental acquisitions in a collecting strategy focused on
oysters.
Stone
Aboriginal stone artifacts included two large pebble tools, one fragment
of a chert tool, and 9 unmodified chert flakes (Figure 36). All three tools
are illustrated in Figure 35. Specimen A is a flattened, ovoid pebble, 5.0 cm
by 4.1 cm by 2.5 cm thick, which has one large flake removed from each end, on
opposite faces. The edges of one flake scar are extensively battered, as
though they had been employed to open nuts or molluscs. The other flake scar
shows no use wear and may represent a freshly resharpened working surface.
This specimen is composed of a dark gray brown, fine-grained metamorphic rock.
The second pebble tool, B in Figure 35, is made from a slightly smaller, water
worn, flattened ovoid quartzite pebble, 4.0 cm by 3.6 cm by 1.9 cm thick.
Several flakes have been removed from one side of this pebble and the resulting edge around the equator of the pebble is extensively battered.
Both of these pebble tools are similar to specimens recovered from the
9Cam171B segment of the Kings Bay Site. It appears that some coastal subsistence tasks must have required a hard, high inertia tool. Whether these
simple tools were used as nut crackers, mollusc openers, chert tool sharpeners, or for some other purpose is a matter of speculation at this point.
The fact that they are rare and heavily utilized suggests that they were part
of individual tool kits, rather than casually used and discarded midden
debris.
The third stone tool illustrated in Figure 35 is a fragment of a stemmed
chert projectile point. The portion represented is most of the stem of a
small point made from heat-treated pinkish-white chert. The form of the stem
is similar to the general type "stemmed Archaic" but no further diagnostic attributes are discernable. This tool was recovered from unit 19 in the yellowtan sand horizon at a depth of 40-50 cm below surface. Other materials from
this' level are one small, nonutilized chert flake and 11 fiber tempered plain
sherds. Thus it appears to be part of the Late Archaic period assemblage.
Column Samples
Column samples were taken from four locations at Cherry Point in order to
assess the site's potential for yielding subsistence information.
Fine-screened column samples permit a more accurate and representative
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Figure 35. Lithic Artifacts from 9Cam187. A. Waterworn pebble of dark gray,
fine-grained metamorphic rock; heavy wear around edges of flake/scar visible
in photograph; another scar on opposite side of opposite end is unworn (F.S.
44). B. Pinkish-white quartzite pebble with one side flaked off; heavy use
wear on all broken edges (F.S. 19). C. Partial stem and shoulder of a chert
projectile point (F.S. 112).
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assessment of floral and vertebrate faunal preservation than do 1/4 inch
screened samples of midden zone material. These samples were studied for vertebrate and invertebrate faunal remains, for botanical remains, and for pH.
Vertebrate Fauna
Table 6 shows frequency counts for vertebrate fauna from the four
samples. The 1/4 inch fraction produced four bone fragments from one unit and
none from any of the other three units. In contrast, the 1/8 and 1/16 inch
fractions produced a total of 78 fragments from 3 of the 4 units. Seventy
percent of these fragments were identifiable to the class level or below; all
of these were fish.
While fine screening did enhance bone recovery in all but one sample, the
total amount of bone recovered is small compared to other sites at Kings Bay.
If the column samples at Cherry Point are representative of the site as a
whole, then it is possible to project the excavation area required to obtain a
minimally adequate faunal sample. Previous studies have shown that samples of
less than 1400 fragments or 200 MNI are unlikely to accurately reflect the
range of species exploited (Wing and Brown 1979:118-120). The Cherry Point
sample produced a total of 84 fragments for a 50 cm square area. To obtain
1 400 fragments from a midden of similar density would require excavation and
fine screening of about 4.25 square m. This, of course, assumes that the midden represents a single component so that all proveniences could be combined
for analysis. A multicomponent site or a sample derived entirely from closed
contexts would require excavation of a much larger area.
Rough sorting of faunal samples indicates that fish are well-represented:
they account for one of four fragments in the 1/4 inch fraction and for all of
the identifiable elements (74 percent) of the smaller fractions. The sample
is too small, however, to support any inferences about range or selectivity of
species exploited.
Invertebrate Fauna
Invertebrate species recovered from the column samples were identified
and quantified by weight. Results are summarized in Table 7. Oyster
(Crassostrea virginica) was the predominant species in all samples, ranging
from 94.8 percent to 100 percent of unit samples and composing 99 percent and
98.2 percent of the combined 1/4 inch and 1/8 inch samples, respectively.
As seen in Table 7, only four other species occurred anywhere in the
samples. Atlantic ribbed mussel (Geukensia demissa) was regularly present in
quite small amounts but the other three molluscs each occurred in only one
sample.
These results indicate a much more tightly focused mollusc exploitation
pattern than has been recorded for most multicomponent Kings Bay sites. This
could indicate restricted environmental access, a narrow seasonal window of
site occupation, representation of a single component, small sample size, or
some other variable.
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Table 6.

Column
Sample

Vertebrate Fauna from Column Samples at 9Cam187.

Unit
Number

Fragments

Class/Species

1/4 INCH FRACTION
1

29

0

2

11

0

3

13

0

4
4
4

15
15
15

1
1
2

catfish
large mammal
unidentifiable bone-

1/8 INCH OR SMALLER
1

29

12

2

11

0

3
3

13
13

2
1

4
4
4

15
15
15

37
6
20

Total

84
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fish
-catfish
unidentified otolith
garfish scales
fish
unidentified bone

Table

7.

Invertebrate Fauna from Column Samples at 9Cam187.

Crassostrea Geukensia Mercenaria Littorina Illyanassa
Column Unit
irrorata obsoletus
sp.
Sample Number virginica demissa
1/4 INCH FRACTION
1

29

2223.7

26.0

2

11

1736.4

16.4

79.0

3

13

5496.4

1.3

--

tr

4

15

3388.2

--

--

--

1.2

--

12844.7

tr

1.2

% Total --

99.0

0.3

tr

tr

Total

43.7. 79.0
0.6

1/8 INCH FRACTION
2

11

291.6

11.7

•••

3

13

462.7

1.8

rr

4

15

187.2

tr

--

1514.6

28.3

% Total --

98.2

1.8

Total

•••
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Botanical Remains
All column sample fractions were studied for the presence of botanical
remains, especially charred seeds and nut hulls. A few modern seeds (distinguishable by their colored seed coats and/or woody interiors) were found,
together with occasional small fragments of unidentifiable charcoal. None of
these materials were considered to have archaeological significance and no
botanical sample was retained.
These results differ little from findings at other Kings Bay sites. Few
floral species are regularly recovered from coastal middens. Probably the
most common floral specimens are hickory nut hulls. Hickory nuts were, no
doubt, a valuable resource, but they may be disproportionately represented in
the archaeological record due to the large size and amount of debris resulting
from nut processing. Also contributing to heavy representation of hickories
might have been the use of fire in processing, which would have resulted in
charring and preservation. The fact that no hickory hulls were recovered at
Cherry Point may be a consequence of small sample size.
Soil pH
Samples from each provenience of each column sample were tested for
hydrogen ion concentration. The purpose of this procedure was to determine
whether acidic or basic soil conditions which might have affected bone preservation are present. Results shown in Table 8 represent averages of three
separate readings for each provenience sample. In each case Zone B is a midden zone composed primarily of whole oyster shells.
The normally acidic conditions in Cainhoy and Mandarin soils appear to
have been rather uniformly neutralized in the sampled middens. In each case
the surface zone is neutral or very slightly acidic while underlying zones are
slightly basic. These conditions would not be adversive to bone preservation,
but it is doubtful that the alkalinity induced by the presence of mollusc
shells is sufficiently high to prevent all leaching of bone minerals. On the
other hand, there is no basis for attributing the low bone recovery rates at
Cherry Point to acid soil conditions.
Summary
Column sample analysis demonstrated that the four midden contexts sampled
at Cherry Point are predominantly oyster shell deposits which are not particularly rich in other categories of subsistence remains. Fine screening
revealed the presence of limited amounts of fish bone. Since soil conditions
were not found to be adversive to bone preservation, it is likely that archaeological samples are representative of amounts of bone initially deposited
in the midden.
Features
Excavation of 2 m square test units throughout the Cherry Point site was
designed to provide sufficient horizontal exposure to allow delineation and
interpretation of any features that might be encountered. Midden zones were
not conceptualized as discrete features in the original research design so no
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Table 8. Measurements for Soil pH in Column Sample Proveniences
at 9Cam187.

Column
Sample

Unit
Number

Level

1
1
1
1

29
29
29
29

1
1
2
2

A
B
B
C

7.2
7.5
7.6
7.6

2
2
2
2
2

11
11
11
11
11

1
2
3
4
5

A
B
C
C
C

6.7
7.6
7.6
7.9
8.0

3
3
3
3
3

13
13
13
13
13

1
2
2
3
3

A
A
B
C
D

7.3
8.0
7.8
7.9
7.8

4
14
4
14
14
14

15
15
15
15
15
15

1
2
3
3
4
5

A
A
B
C
D
D

6.6
7.7
8.0
8.0
7.8
7.8
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Zone

pH

extensive probing and mapping exercise was undertaken. This probably should
be done if further work at this site, or similar sites, is undertaken.
Allowance should be made for a considerable investment of time in this task
since probing of 2.7 ha at 1 m intervals would require 27,000 data points.
Very few discrete features were encountered in the course of testing. A
total of 14 anamolies was noted but only 5 of these proved interpretable as
cultural features. Noncultural anomalies included 4 low areas in the midden,
1 burned tree trunk, 1 root stain, 1 animal burrow, and 2 small, amorphous
stains. The 5 cultural features were 2 historic or modern post holes, a group
of 5 small, probably aboriginal, post holes, a shallow, basin-shaped pit, and
a possible aboriginal post hole. The last two features were discerned only
after excavation was complete, as pit walls were being profiled. Thus there
is no information on the contents of these two features. The fill troweled
off during profile preparation contained no cultural material and presented
minimal contrast in color and texture with the surrounding matricies. The
basin-shaped pit appeared in the south profile of unit 21 and measured 52 cm
in diameter by 21 cm deep. The possible aboriginal posthole occurred in the
northeast corner of unit 29 (Figures 22 and 24). Since its color and texture
matched those of the submidden leaching zone, it might also be interpreted as
a root disturbance.
The two historic post holes were interpretable on the basis of the contents: one included a square nail and the other contained fragments of a partially decomposed post. Since neither of these features occurred in conjunction with significant amounts of historic artifacts, they are interpretated as
fence posts rather than structural elements.
The single interpretable aboriginal feature that was detected in horizontal section in the course of excavation was a group of 5 small, shallow post
holes or post impressions in unit 13. The post holes were defined at approximately 24 cm below surface, at the interface between Zone B, which was
dark brown midden soil with whole and crushed oyster shell and the underlying
yellow-tan sandy Zone C soil. In horizontal section the five holes were round
or oval and were arranged in a straight line (Figures 37 and 38). A vertical
cross-section cut through the line of postholes revealed rounded bottoms at
depths ranging from 30 cm to 39 cm below surface (Figures 39 and 40). Fill
from each posthole was screened separately; a small amount of broken oyster
was recovered from each. No associated artifacts were found. The overlying
midden zone contained sand tempered, cord marked pottery, indicating a
Savannah period occupation. Since no other diagnostic sherds were recovered,
the feature is probably also a Savannah period manifestation. It may be interpreted as a small portion of a lightly-built structure.
Intrasite Distributions
Ceramic evidence shows that the Cherry Point Prehistoric Site contains
several aboriginal temporal components ranging from the Late Archaic period
through the Spanish contact period. The Phase II sample is large enough and
sufficiently well-distributed that we can assume no significant components are
entirely unrepresented. This is suggested by the fact that each component includes at least two specimens and each component's assemblage is derived from
more than one excavation unit. The Phase II sample, however, is less than
satisfactory for representing the spatial distribution of these components
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Figure 37.

Figure 38.

Photograph of Posthole Feature in Horizontal Section.

Photograph of Vertical Section Through Posthole Feature.
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within the site. This is because the sample is a stratified random sample
rather than a systematic sample and coverage is somewhat uneven. To the extent possible with this type of information, the distributions of individual
components have been described and mapped. The purpose of this section is to
examine co-occurrences of ceramic and other artifact classes within the site.
Figure 41 illustrates the combined distribution of all types of
aboriginal pottery at Cherry Point. This may be taken as one measure of
cumulative occupation intensity. An alternate measure is shell volume (Figure
12), although the inherent bias against nonshell components must be recognized. The Late Archaic component at Cherry Point is an example: the
southern half of the site shows a low shell density but a moderate to high
pottery density. In general, however, it is difficult visually to compare the
two maps due to the noncontinuous form of the data. A continuous form of interpolation, such as SYMAP or some other contour mapping routine, would not be
justifiable without more regularly dispersed data points.
Some of the individual artifact type distributions show more discrete
concentrations within the site. Fiber tempered sherds (Figure 26) are confined to the southern half of the site while grog tempered pottery occurs only
in the northern half (Figure 28). Lithic artifacts (Figure 35) occur sparsely
in both halves but are more concentrated in the southern half, suggesting an
association with the Late Archaic component. On the other hand, grit tempering (Figure 32), cord marking (Figure 30), and sand tempering (Figure 33) each
show unfocused distributions and St. Johns pottery (Figure 27) is both scarce
and widely dispersed. It is difficult visually to assess the significance of
any correspondences among these distributions.
In order to provide an quantitative check of the preceding visual interpretations, Pearson product-moment correlation coefficients were computed.
Results are shown in Table 9. It is clear from these figures why the maps do
not portray any striking patterns: there are no strong correlations, positive
or negative, and only a few moderately strong positive correlations. Sand
tempering and cord marking show the strongest measure of association (r..75),
however, in this case the correlation is not spatial but results from the fact
that these two attributes frequently co-occur on the same sherd. Cord marking
is the only surface treatment included in the table; all other attributes are
mutually exclusive.
Fiber tempered pottery shows moderate strength positive associations with
grit tempered pottery (r=.50) and with lithic artifacts (r...42). Although
grit and fiber tempering show a moderate degree of horizontal coincidence, the
protohistoric and Late Archaic components are vertically segregated in the A
and B horizons, respectively. In contrast, the coincidence of fiber tempered
pottery and lithic artifact distributions is presumably functional, with both
occurring in the B horizon in the southern half of the site. This pattern of
finding fiber tempered pottery in association with chert tools and debitage
has been observed at other Kings Bay sites.
Sand tempered pottery shows (in addition to the autocorrelation with cord
marking mentioned earlier) moderate levels of association with bone (r..41)
and with shell (r..40). These figures simply reflect the fact that sand
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Table 9. Pearson Correlation Coefficients for Artifact Data from 9Cam187.
Fiber

1.0000
( 0)
S=####

Sand

.0782 1.0000
( 37) ( 0)
5=.645 S=####

Grit

.5006 .1650 1.0000
( 37) C 37) C 0)
S=.002 S=.329 S=####

Grog

-.1669 -.2438 -.0449 1.0000
C 37) C 37) C 37) C 0)
S=.323 S=.146 S=.792 S=####

.1191
.2067 .1187 -.0930 1.0000
Johns C 37) C 37) ( 37) ( 37) ( 0)
5=.482 S=.220 5=.484 S=.584 S=####

St.

Cord
Marked

.0075 .7480 -.0054 -.1760 .1086 1.0000
C 37) C 37) ( 37) C 37) C 37) C 0)
S:.965 S=.000 S=.975 S=.297 S=.522 S=####

Lithics .4200 -.0191 -.0277 -.1743 .0621 -.0906 1.0000
( 37) ( 37) C 37) C 37) C 37) C 37) C 0)
S=.010 S=.911 S=.871 S=.302 S=.715 S=.594 S=####
Bone

.2195 .4120 .6372 -.1519 -.0178 .1596 .0673 1.0000
( 37) ( 37) C 37) ( 37) C 37) C 37) C 37) C 0)
S=.192 S=.011 S=.000 S=.370 S=.917 S=.345 S=.692 S=####

Shell

.0379 .4003 .3962 .0035 -.0956 .2682 -.0664 '.6078 1.0000
C 37) C 37) ( 37) C 37) C 37) C 37) C 37) C 37) ( 0)
5=.824 S=.014 S=.015 S=.984 5=.574 S=.108 S=.696 S=.000 S=####
Fiber Sand

Grit

Grog

St.
Cord
Johns Marked

Lithics Bone

Shell

Note: For each pair of variables the matrix contains the following entries:
correlation coefficient, number of cases, and significance level. The
significance level was derived using Student's t with N-2 degrees of freedom;
a two-tailed test of statistical significance was used. Because this
correlation was run as an exploratory and descriptive exercise rather than as
a rigorous test of a hypothesis, all correlations are reported regardless of
significance level. Obviously, only those with levels of 0.1 or below have
much intuitive value.
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tempering is the most common type of paste inclusion at Cherry Point and that
the most abundant midden materials (shell, bone, and pottery) occur together
more often than not.
Grit tempered pottery shows a moderately strong association (r..64) with
bone, due to high levels of both in unit 15. In this test there is clearly a
Sutherland Bluff period occupation but it occurs throughout the first four
levels in association with sand tempered cord marked pottery. Thus it is not
possible to say whether the shell midden and bone in this unit are of Savannah
or Sutherland Bluff derivation. Finally, Table 9 shows a moderately strong
association between bone and shell (r=.61). This is expected on the basis of
observations at other sites and reflects deposition of both types of food
refuse in the same areas and/or neutralilzation of the acid soils with shell
resulting in better preservation of associated bone.
In summary, the horizontal stratification of components within the Cherry
Point Site which can be verified by graphic or statistical representations is
very limited. Late Archaic ceramics are confined to the southern half of the
site where they occur in association with a small amount of lithic material.
Grog tempering, indicative of an Early Mississippian period occupation, is
limited to the northern half of the site where it is sparsely distributed with
no areas of concentration. The rest of the components are each found in varying amounts throughout the site with no clearcut patterns of deposition. In
part, this sketchy picture of horizontal stratification at Cherry Point is a
consequence of the low density of cultural material over most of the site. In
part, it is due to the type of sampling employed and the small sample size.
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Chapter 6
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Summary of Research
Phase II archeological research at the Cherry Point Prehistoric Site,
9Cam187, was carried out in order to assess the research potential of the site
prior to recreational development of Cherry Point by the U.S. Navy.
Preliminary research and fieldwork took place over a period of three weeks in
late December and early January of 1982/83. Thirty-seven 1x2 m test units
were distributed across the site using a stratified random sampling plan.
Test unit fill was screened through 1/4 inch mesh; an additional four 25 cm
square column samples were laboratory processed with a final screen size of
1/16 inch. Laboratory analysis of the Cherry Point assemblage took place at
the Jeffrey L. Brown Institute of Archaeology, UTC, during the subsequent
four-week period. Stratigraphic evidence showed that surface soils in the
northern half of the site are Mandarin Fine Sand while in the southern half
they are Cainhoy Fine Sand. Over the entire site cultural remains are limited
to the upper 50 cm of surface soils; most materials occur above 30 cm below
surface. Shell midden deposits were encountered at several points within the
site; every test unit contained at least trace amounts of shell. No important
difference was found between the amounts of shell in the two sampling strata:
mean shell volumes per unit are 12.4 1 in stratum A and 13.6 1 in stratum B.
This indicates that there is not a discrete linear band of midden along the
coast within 25 m of the marsh edge as originally postulated from survey data.
No evidence of a plow zone was observed in any of the test units. Historic
and modern cultural alterations of the site are limited to small amounts of
domestic refuse in the extreme northern and southern areas, a jeep trail
bisecting the site, and several fence lines.
The artifact assemblage revealed evidence of occupations during at least
the following temporal periods: Late Archaic, Deptford, Wilmington/Savannah,
Savannah, Sutherland Bluff, and Late 19th/Early 20th century. The historic
and modern materials are apparently marginal scatter from sites located north
and south of 9Cam187. Aboriginal components represent numerous small-scale
temporary encampments; none generated deep middens or substantial structural
features. Aboriginal assemblages included pottery, a very small number of
lithic artifacts, mollusc shells, and a small amount of vertebrate faunal
material. Horizontal stratification within the site was confirmed for the
Late Archaic and Wilmington/Savannah components only, in the southern and
northern halves of the site, respectively. Sutherland Bluff materials exhibited a single strong peak but also occurred in small amounts over most of
the site. Deptford and Savannah series pottery was distributed over most
parts of the site; St. Johns pottery occurred in amounts too small to be
regarded as a separate component.
Column sample analysis yielded no preserved botanical specimens and only
small amounts of bone. Soil pH is uniformly near neutral which is somewhat
higher than expected for the naturally acid coastal soils. Assuming that a
single component provenience could be defined, quite large volumes of shell
midden would have to be processed in order to obtain a representative faunal
sample.
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The single interpretable aboriginal feature encountered at this site is a
set of five small, shallow postholes or postmolds beneath the shell midden
zone in unit 13. Unit 13 contained relatively large amounts of sand tempered,
cord marked pottery. While diagnostic cultural materials were not recovered
from the feature fill, a Savannah period association is likely. A portion of
a small, temporary, or lightly-built structure is indicated.
What emerges from Phase II testing at Cherry Point is a picture of an
area which was utilized from time to time from the Late Archaic period through
the mid-20th century. Testing failed to locate any datable structural or
domestic features or any indications of long-term settlement during the
prehistoric and protohistoric periods. Except for the Late Archaic component
in the B horizon in the southern part of the site, most of the cultural
material is pottery scattered throughout the A horizon with no clear segregation of components. Consolidated midden, such as that encountered in unit 15,
may in some cases represent a discrete deposit. Ceramic evidence, however,
indicates that at least two different occupations contributed to this midden.
Subsistence remains thus cannot readily be assigned to one component or the
other. Lack of diversity in the mollusc remains suggests either environmental
limitations on species available at Cherry Point, seasonal limits on the range
of species exploited, or nonintensive use due to short duration of occupation.
A revised Georgia State Archeological Survey form is included as Appendix C.
Sites of this nature are common on the coast and at Kings Bay and
represent an important, albeit problematic, source of information. It is
clear from available results of Phase III work at Kings Bay that such sites
require a specialized strategy for extraction of useful data. Even with appropriate methodology, these data may differ considerably from those which
might be expected at a single component, stratified, or otherwise highly
focused site. The following section reviews results of recent Phase III work
at two large, multicomponent, partially horizontally stratified sites at Kings
Bay.
Comparisons with Phase III Results
A comparison of the results of Phase II testing at Cherry Point with the
results of recent Phase III mitigation work at two other Kings Bay sites is
important for two reasons. First, archeological data resulting from the two
projects can be compared in terms of contents and contributions to our understanding of the past. Second, where components are similar, results of Phase
III work at the Kings Bay and Devils Walkingstick sites can be used to predict
results of Phase III work at Cherry Point, should such research be required.
By the same token, problems encountered in realizing the research potentials
of the Kings Bay and Devils Walkingstick sites can be taken into consideration
in making recommedations for Cherry Point.
The Kings Bay (9Cam171) and Devils Walkingstick (9Cam177) sites are
large, multicomponent sites which were found, during Phase II evaluations, to
contain numerous partially horizontally stratified deposits, several of which
appeared to have sufficient coherence and focus to reward data collection efforts. In general, faunal preservation is good to excellent in shell midden
zones and features at these sites and it was expected that detailed subsistence studies would be possible. Due to the variety of components represented
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by ceramic artifacts, specialized ceramic technological studies were also
planned (Wayne and Smith 1980).
The various components in each site were investigated by placing block
excavations in the vicinity of Phase II tests which revealed ceramic concentrations and/or features. Each of these blocks is presented and analyzed
separately in the site description chapters of the mitigation report (Adams
1980. Faunal analysis and ceramic technological analysis results are
presented in separate chapters which are not yet available. Most of the new
information about the Kings Bay and Devils Walkingstick sites concerns site
structure and the sucesses or failures of the chosen excavation methods in
segregating components, defining and identifying features, assigning temporal
positions, and delineating associations.
Loci for block excavations represent arbitrary samples of distributions
defined in Phase II. They may or may not reflect the full ranges of
variability in material and form for each temporal component in each site.
Thus it is important to focus on what was found or observed, without making
assumptions about what else may or may not have been present at the site. The
following paragraphs summarize Phase III findings for each Phase III component
which is also present to a significant extent at Cherry Point. The information was extracted from an incomplete draft version of the Phase III report
and from written and verbal communications with the principal authors of
prehistoric sections of the report.
The Late Archaic Period at Kings Bay
*Late Archaic deposits were investigated in the "Fiber Tempered" area of
the Devils Walkingstick Site (9Cam177) and in the "Big Cedar" area of the
Kings Bay Site (9Cam171). Fiber tempered pottery was encountered at other
locations in 9Cam171 but, since those excavations targeted later occupations
and were not carried to sterile, representative samples were not obtained.
Excavations at both sites produced assemblages of fiber tempered pottery
(predominantly plain with small amounts of Orange Incised), lithic artifacts
(two points and a small quantity of chert debitage), and a single Late Archaic
feature at each. One of these features was an oval pit containing plain fiber
tempered pottery and charcoal, radiocarbon dated at 1650+100 B.C. The other
was a deposit of charcoal and blackened sand containing no artifacts, dated at
1430+80 B.C. A botanical sample of 7.8 g of charred hickory shells was collected from three levels containing both fiber tempered and sand tempered pottery, as well as lithic artifacts. These materials occurred in the same unit
as the one feature at 9Cam177, dated 1650+100 BC. In neither site was a significant amount of shell or bone encountered in the Late Archaic stratum.
This was attributed to acid soil conditions. However, at both sites phosphate
and copper analyses showed concentrations of these organic residues which were
positively correlated with distributions of pottery and/or lithic artifacts.
Archaeological visibility, in general, is poor for the Late Archaic
deposits. Sherds and debitage are scattered through the B soil horizon
(Cainhoy Fine Sand at 9Cam171 and Mandarin Fine Sand at 9Cam177). No cultural
soil stratum is evident and the rare features are poorly defined and not functionally interpretable. As a tool for enhancing visibility, chemical analysis
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of soils appears promising but it needs to be applied more consistently and
perhaps more intensively than was possible in Phase III.
Site focus also presents problems: usually pottery and chert debitage
are found together in Late Archaic strata but neither artifact class has yet
been shown to have a continuous distribution at the two sites. Instead, seemingly random, dense concentrations of sherds are encountered within areas containing sparse, scattered chert deposits and occasional sherds. At one of the
sites (9Cam177) "mutually exclusive" distributions of lithic and ceramic artifacts (both associated with high phosphate levels) were interpreted as
"butchering" and "other domestic activity" areas, respectively.
Site focus might be improved by collection of materials from block excavations in 1 m squares, rather than in 2 m square units (4 square m).
However, it may be the nature of the deposits, rather than the excavation
methodology, which makes interpretation difficult. An alternative explanation
of the random, dense concentrations of fiber tempered pottery encountered at
these sites is offered below.
As characterized by Phase III data collection efforts, Late Archaic sites
at Kings Bay are sparse scatters of pottery and chert in the B soil horizon
which sometimes, albeit rarely, include features, charcoal, and botanical
remains. Phosphate and copper analyses show promise of allowing definition of
cultural strata--soil strata invisibly but demonstrably altered by human activities. Clearly, sophisticated techniques, such as these, will be required
to extract information from mainland, nonshell Late Archaic sites. Combined
with aggressive excavation and analysis methods, this approach could yield
significant results, despite the surficially insignificant appearance of the
sites.
At Cherry Point, the Late Archaic component displays the traits which
would be expected of a small sample of either the Kings Bay or the Devils
Walkingstick Late Archaic component. Fiber tempered pottery, a small amount
of chert debitage, and one chert projectile point fragment were collected from
the B horizon in 10 units in the southern half of the site. No evidence of
cultural strata or features was observed.
It is possible that if the Cherry Point Late Archaic component were subjected to intensive excavation on the scale employed in the Phase III sites
(approximately 74 square meters at 9Cam177 and 48 square meters at 9Cam171) at
least one datable feature would be uncovered. Similarly, phosphate and copper
residues might show some degree of correlation with artifact distributions.
If datable contexts can be associated with ceramic assemblages, then the technological evolution of the fiber tempered components and their regional variation might be illuminated. However, secondary testing at Cherry Point did not
produce direct evidence that these data sets would be forthcoming. Instead,
Phase II testing simply indicates that the setting is similar to that which
produced these data in Phase III work at the Kings Bay and Devil's
Walkingstick sites.
Certain observations made at Cherry Point raise interesting questions
that might form the basis of future research on Late Archaic components.
These are briefly discussed below.
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Although the survey sample from 9Cam187 contained both plain and linear
punctated fiber tempered sherds, no linear punctated specimens were collected
from the study area in the southern half of the site. The survey sample did
contain punctated sherds; these were from the northwest quadrant of the site,
just north of the access road. It is possible that at least two temporally
distinct periods of Late Archaic occupation are represented by these surface
treatment variations, especially because they appear to be spatially
segregated. It would be interesting to examine the spatial distribution of
decorated (11 percent) as compared to plain (89 percent) sherds in the Big
Cedar assemblage at 9Cam171. This spatial distinction is of particular importance where single radiocarbon dates are assigned to entire ceramic assemblages. Fiber tempered components are interpreted in the Phase III report
as Orange II and III assemblages. This does not mean, of course, that all
Late Archaic sites at Kings Bay have St. Johns region affiliations. It is one
of the unique and interesting aspects of the Kings Bay vicinity that both
northern and southern cultural elements are present here. The identification
of discrete, datable deposits of Late Archaic ceramics should be a goal of future research. This will require samples of deposits which have identifiable
edges, so that an assemblage representing a single component may be collected.
Also, it will require recovery of organic materials (for radiocarbon dating)
from contexts showing clear association with the ceramic assemblage. These
criteria have not been met in any of the testing or excavation samples at any
Kings Bay sites thus far.
Two other ceramic variations are present in the Cherry Point assemblage
and are noted for 9Cam171 and 9Cam177 in the Phase II report. These are 1)
variable amounts of sand size quartz particles in the fiber tempered paste and
2) variable degrees of smoothing of plain surfaces. It is expected that the
Phase III ceramic technology chapter will systematically explore these attributes using a much larger sample than available from Cherry Point. Without
directly comparing specimens one cannot rule out the possibility that what is
here called "clay with naturally-occurring sand size quartz inclusions" is interpreted as a (Refuge period) semifiber tempered paste in the Phase III
report. Similarly, what is here called "scraped" may be what is interpreted
as (Refuge period) simple stamped in the Phase III analysis.
One explanation for the appearance at Kings Bay of ceramic decorative
styles representing both Georgia coast and St. Johns regions is the high
mobility of Late Archaic period populations. The continued use of stone
tools, in greater quantities than for any subsequent periods, indicates continued contact with, if not migration to, interior coastal plain lithic
resource areas. Incipient sedentism, based on increased dependence on shellfish and other estuarine resources, would have involved season-to-season adjustments, possibly including adjustments in migration patterns. These could
result in the presence of two different cultures in one area over a period of
time. If there were two different cultural groups utilizing the Kings Bay
area, then other differences should be systematically correlated with the differences in pottery style. For example, lithic raw material sources might
differ.
Of course, demonstrating systematic differences between assemblages
requires the ability to demonstrate associations among elements within assemblages. As discussed earlier, this is not easy due to the absence of
cultural stratigraphy. The task is made even more difficult by the apparently
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erratic nature of ceramic artifact deposition. In several of the sites
surveyed at Kings Bay and in several of the sites which have been tested, very
small, very dense concentrations of fiber tempered sherds have been encountered. Often these sherds are reconstructable as a portion of a single pot.
Quite often, all of the sherds in a single deposit will be contained in an
area less than 1 m square. This suggests a pattern substantially different
from the living floor and/or refuse disposal middens encountered at sites of
later periods. In the latter, there seems to be a spatial focus for discard
resulting in a center of concentration with a more or less gradual decrease
toward the edges. In contrast, there is little continuity in the distribution
of sherds at these nonshell Late Archaic sites. The sherd concentrations suggest either discard of sherds when and where breakage occurred (i.e. debris
was not collected and deposited elsewhere) or, possibly, abandonment of whole
pots. It would not be surprising for a nomadic people to make and use pots in
one place (perhaps for exploitation of specific local resources) and leave
them there at the end of a season's residence. This is one hypothetical explanation for the peculiar distribution of fiber tempered pottery at nonshell
Late Archaic sites which should be explored in future studies.
The Savannah Period at Kings Bay
The second significant aboriginal component at Cherry Point which merits
comparison with results from other Kings Bay sites is the Savannah period
manifestation. Savannah period material culture on the lower Georgia coast
differs markedly from that described for the northern coast, as was concluded
on the basis of Phase II results (Smith et al. 1981:940-943). In the Phase II
report Mississippi period (A.D. 700 to 1500) assemblages are referred to as
"Wilmington/Savannah" when represented by pottery exhibiting two characteristic attribute pairs: grog tempering in conjunction with a plain surface and
cord marking on a sandy or gritty paste. The classic Wilmington period heavy
cord marking on a grog tempered paste rarely occurs at Kings Bay. Savannah
Check Stamped pottery (fine check stamping on a sandy paste, often with a burnished interior), which is an important element in northern coast

Mississippian period assemblages, is equally rare.
Although grog tempering apppears first in the early Mississippian and is
a good marker for the beginning of this temporal period, it persists in
various forms into the historic period. Late Mississippian examples of grog
tempered pottery may be check stamped or cob marked. In the absence of any
new information, beyond that available from Phase II, the general
Mississippian period category Wilmington/Savannah was again used for Cherry
Point.
It is expected that subdivision and refinement of the Mississippian
period ceramic chronology will be one important outcome of Phase III research.
A synthesis of Phase III results is not yet available but the site descriptions give some indications of the extent and content of Wilmington/Savannah
components investigated in Phase III.
At 9Cam171 Savannah assemblages were recovered from the Bluff,
Poisonberry, and Bivouac excavation areas. At 9Cam177 the North Bunker and
South Bunker areas contained Wilmington/Savannah components while the Fiber
Tempered area included a Savannah component. Sandwiched between the
distinctive Sutherland Bluff and Swift Creek components, the Savannah (or
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Wilmington/Savannah) component was, in most cases, difficult to segregate
stratigraphically. Very few "pure," and therefore securely datable, contexts
were isolated.
In general, Savannah series pottery at Kings Bay is almost exclusively
sand tempered and cord marked. At the Bluff area of 9Cam171, where three
Savannah refuse pits were defined, an average occupation date of A.D. 865 was
computed. The heavy concentration of bone in these pits, in contrast to its
scarcity in adjacent midden zones, led the researchers to infer a "discriminate disposal practice" (Saunders, DesJean, and Walker 1984:325). The
Poisonberry area of 9Cam171 was selected for excavation due to a predicted
high concentration of grog tempered pottery. However, no definable features
were encountered and no radiocarbon dates were obtained. The generally poor
focus of the site was attributed by researchers to accretional midden formation processes (ibid:258). The Bivouac area of 9Cam171, which was originally
targeted for study of a Deptford component, produced very little interpretable
data. A major difficulty encountered was the degree of similarity between
Savannah and Deptford period varieties of check stamped and cord marked sand
tempered pottery. Deptford and San Marcos simple stamped sherds are also difficult to distinguish from each other.
In the Devils Walkingstick Site, 9Cam177, the Marsh area provided some
contexts which allowed separation of Wilmington and Savannah components. The
Wilmington period component is defined on the basis of heavy cord marking and
on radiocarbon dates but the pottery is almost all sand tempered (DesJean,
Walker, and Saunders 1984:143). The overlying Savannah level was more difficult to interpret due to admixture of earlier materials. The very interesting suggestion is made, however, that the Savannah culture persisted much
longer on the lower coast than in the Savannah River region. The presence of
a Savannah-like component as late as the early historic period is suggested.
This would explain the absence of extensive Irene or Pine Harbor remains in
this region (Smith 1983).
The North and South Bunker areas at 9Cam177 were expected to provide a
study of a "village" of Wilmington/Savannah age. Evidence for the North
Bunker indicated, instead, repeated occupation of the site by individual family (nuclear or extended) units. A great deal of unexplained variability is
present in results for the North Bunker area. The South Bunker area produced
a large number of features and a cluster of radiocarbon dates in the Savannah
range (using Savannah I . A.D. 1100-1250 and Savannah II . A.D.1250-1540).
When more complete ceramic technological data are available, these datepottery associations will be useful in more closely defining the Mississippian
period chronology for the Kings Bay region. The key here is to obtain multiple dates so that a sufficient amount of redundancy is present that specific
patterns are confirmed, not just suggested.
Faunal data from Savannah features in the South Bunker area indicate a
heavy reliance on invertebrates and, among vertebrates, on fish (DesJean,
Walker, and Saunders 1984:211). No major differences between Savannah and
protohistoric subsistence were observed.
Despite good ceramic, feature, and subsistence samples, little settlement
pattern information was recovered from the South Bunker area. A fragment of a
possible wall-trench structure was defined (a linear stain with three or four
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possible postholes) and interpreted as either late Savannah or protohistoric
(DesJean, Walker, and Saunders 1984:196).
Savannah materials in the Fiber Tempered area of 9Cam177 were the major
post-Archaic component. However, these were not specifically studied, due to
the research focus there on the Late Archaic occupation and due to the relatively small amounts of Savannah artifacts.
In summary, Savannah components are numerous and well-represented in the
areas sampled during Phase III research at 9Cam171 and 9Cam177. This reflects
both the relatively long occupation period represented and/or the supposedly
increasing populations of the Mississippian period. However, no villages or
other indications of permanent settlement have been defined.
Difficulties in segregating Wilmington/Savannah components from preceding .
Swift Creek and subsequent Altamaha/Sutherland Bluff occupations stem from two
sources. First, at 9Cam171, the Swift Creek occupation is extensive and forms
the substrate upon which the Wilmington/Savannah cultures operated.
Therefore, Wilmington/Savannah period site formation processes resulted in the
incorporation of much earlier material. Second, at both 9Cam171 and 9Cam177,
protohistoric domestic activities resulted in mixing of upper midden levels.
Finally, Wilmington/Savannah components appear to represent repeated, small
group occupations which are horizontally discontinuous, defying conventional
stratigraphic excavation techniques.
Block excavations seem to be no more helpful than 2x2 m tests in recovering evidence of structures from sites of this nature. Furthermore, excavation
blocks arbitrarily placed on a multicomponent site have the serious disadvantage of conveying a possibly false sense of place within the site. One
receives the impression that site components from a single block should necessarily be related when, in fact, the block may well straddle a natural cultural boundary within the site.
The Wilmington/Savannah and Savannah period components at Cherry Point
account for about 28 percent of the ceramic assemblage but do not present a
spatially coherent stratum within the site. Cord marked ceramics are present
in all portions of the site while grog tempered pottery occurs in the northern
half. This lack of spatial correlation suggests at least partial temporal
separation in use of the two pottery types. On the basis of ceramic evidence
it is likely that at least some of the shell midden zones within the site are
of Savannah period origin. However, the admixture of gritty (c.f. protohistoric) wares in these shallow strata makes it difficult to attribute subsistence remains to one period or the other. The single interpretable feature at
Cherry Point, a set of small post holes which probably represents a portion of
a lightly-built structure, is probably of Savannah period origin, but definitive evidence to this effect was not found. The character and composition of
the Wilmington/Savannah period assemblage recovered in Phase II testing at
Cherry Point closely resembles what is described for the same period(s) from
Phase III work at the Kings Bay and Devils Walkingstick sites. However, the
low density of artifacts, lack of coherent pattern, and lack of clearly attributable Savannah features in the Cherry Point sample indicates poorer
prospects for significant research results at Cherry Point than at either of
the other two sites.
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The Sutherland Bluff Period at Kings Bay
There is a decided lack of consensus among archeologists working on the
coast concerning appropriate division of the late prehistoric, protohistoric,
and historic aboriginal periods. This situation makes any good, late
aboriginal site a potentially significant resource. It is expected that new
information on the sequence in the Kings Bay vicinity will be forthcoming in
the Phase III report. Site descriptions for the Devils Walkingstick and Kings
Bay site excavations indicate the presence of both Timucuan and Guale assemblages. Radiocarbon dates cover the range from the late precontact period
through the end of the 16th century, when aboriginal inhabitants were extirpated from the coastal region.
At the Devils Walkingstick Site post-Mississippian materials were found
in the Marsh, South Bunker, and Fiber Tempered areas. The most important
evidence comes from the Marsh area, where evidence of a "later San Marcos component overlying an earlier one" was found (DesJean, Walker, and Saunders
1984:155). The earlier component is thought to represent the protohistoric
and/or historic Timucuan occupation and is characterized by cord marked pottery (Savannah-like), grog tempered cob marked sherds, and St. Johns series
pottery. At least one precontact radiocarbon date (A.D. 1510+100) was obtained for an assemblage of this nature (ibid:136). The later, San Marcos
component is interpreted as a Guale occupation, ca. A.D. 1650, characterized
by grit tempered, stamped pottery. This component occurred in the upper
levels of the midden; lower levels contained the grog tempered, cob marked
pottery.
While a number of radiocarbon dates were obtained, they did not provide
conclusive evidence for temporal separation of these two components. Nor were
associated Spanish materials as useful in this regard as they might have been.
In the South Block of the Marsh area neither olive jar nor Orange Micaceous
Ware sherds occurred in clear association with one component or the other.
Even if clear associations had been demonstrable, these are not closely
datable pottery types. The scarcity of Spanish material culture is interpreted as evidence of limited Indian-Spaniard interaction in both periods
(DesJean, Walker, and Saunders 1984:157).
At the Kings Bay Site, the Bluff and Artesian Well areas contained postMississippian components. Of these two areas, the former is a significant
source of information on the historic period aboriginal occupants of Kings
Bay. The Bluff area was excavated with the expectation of finding Sutherland
Bluff period structural features. During Phase II research large quantities
of San Marcos series pottery, in association with Spanish majolica, olive jar,
and glass, had been recovered in this area. In addition, a hearth-like feature and post hole in a midden-free area had been defined. Phase III excavations enlarged the artifact sample but failed to reveal any additional features, either subsistence-related or structural. Radiocarbon dates of A.D.
1530+50 and A.D. 1720+70 indicate the general time frame of the occupation.
The later date is from the hearth feature which contained Spanish artifacts;
the earlier date is from a post hole within the hearth area. The Bluff area
deposit was interpreted as a Guale Indian settlement. There was no evidence
at the Bluff area or elsewhere in 9Cam171 of an earlier protohistoric or historic period Timucuan occupation. Irene ceramics recovered from the hearth
during Phase II and Phase III radiocarbon date of 1530+50 A.D. hint at a Pine
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Harbor (protohistoric Guale) presence at Kings Bay but little other evidence
was found.
Sutherland Bluff period materials at Cherry Point include San Marcos
series pottery and two olive jar sherds. No features or discrete deposits
from this period were identified. Although a definite concentration of sherds
was defined in unit 30, this pottery occurred in mixed context with Savannah
period materials. The two olive jar sherds came from another unit where the
San Marcos pottery was sparsely distributed.
In view of the modest amount of useful information on late aboriginal
culture which emerged from extensive Phase III research at the apparently much
richer Kings Bay and Devils Walkingstick sites, the potential for significant
data recovery at Cherry Point is small. It might be argued that a less intensively occupied site presents a better chance for recovering unmixed deposits,
but virtually all components at Cherry Point were mixed. No direct evidence
of the presence of closed context features was encountered.
Research Potential
Cultural materialism and cultural ecology were identified in Chapter 3 as
the theoretical underpinnings of this research project. These approaches emphasize the investigation of questions involving a human population's patterns
of adaptation to and interaction with the natural environment. In order that
aspects of demographic, subsistence, settlement, and technological systems may
be studied, certain types of archeological evidence must be recoverable.
These are outlined in the set of research objectives enumerated in Chapter 4
and discussed below. Questions related to Site Integrity are examined first,
followed by an evaluation of Site Content and Site Structure.
Site Integrity
1. Are different ceramic types or ware groups stratified across the
site? Yes, horizontal stratification for two ware groups was
demonstrated in the sample recovered during Phase II research. The Late
Archaic period fiber tempered wares were found only in the southern half
of the site while Mississippian period grog tempered wares were confined
to the northern half of the site. This distribution corresponds, roughly, to the occurrence of Mandarin Fine Sand in the northern half of the
site and Cainhoy Fine Sand in the southern half. Other ceramic types
showed no such differential distribution. Vertically, the Late Archaic
pottery was encountered in the B soil horizon, primarily between 30 and
60 cm below surface. All other ceramic types occurred mostly in the A
soil horizon, above 30 cm.
While this study did detect a differential distribution of components, it
was not possible to define completely the boundaries and extents of
specific components. This is due to the small sample size employed and
to the sparse distribution of artifacts within the site. This information on horizontal stratification is of little value in the study of settlement pattern change because of the lack of detail and the small size
of the area examined. Of possible significance, especially in concert
with similar data from a large sample of other sites, is the coincidence
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of the northern boundaries of the fiber tempered pottery and Mandarin
Fine Sand distributions.
2. Are vertical and horizontal strata each relatively unmixed?
Vertically, the Late Archaic fiber tempered component is relatively unmixed. However, all other, younger components are mixed both horizontally (across the site) and vertically (within the A horizon). Although the
sherds may be sorted in the laboratory, it would not be feasible to attempt to study individual components and nonceramic associations through
stratigraphic excavation.
3. Are recent postdepositional disturbances of a scale and character
which allow interpretation of the earlier cultural deposits? No direct
evidence was found for historic or modern period plowing or other major
and systematic disturbances of the aboriginal deposit in the area surveyed. Effects of relatively recent human activity at Cherry Point are
minor and do not materially affect the aboriginal archaeological record.
4. Are discrete features containing diagnostic artifacts present? Shell
midden zones were, in several instances, intersected by excavation units,
but it is not clear whether these were primary depositions or remnants of
a more generalized living floor. Systematic probing to define subsurface
features was not a part of this study. It is possible, but not assured,
that probing would result in definition of more middens or of discrete
middens as it did in Phase II testing at 9Cam177.
In any event, ceramic evidence demonstrated that the Cherry Point midden
zones were not single component deposits, but included refuse from a minimum of two occupations. It is not very useful to treat deposits such as
these as features since they cannot be interpreted as correlates of
specific behavioral events, i.e., although they may be spatially circumscribed, they are not discrete in a behavioral sense.
One example of a discrete, interpretable feature was encountered: the
series of postmolds in unit 13. However, no diagnostic artifacts occurred in association with this structural remnant.
Site Content
5. Does the ceramic assemblage exhibit types which allow identification
of temporal position? As discussed in the artifact analysis section of
Chapter 5, a number of the artifact types or attribute combinations identified are temporally diagnostic, although several are not.
Identification of fiber tempered pottery and of San Marcos series sherds
indicates a series of aboriginal occupations of the site spanning the
known range of occupation for the Kings Bay area. However, not all
periods are represented, many field specimens collections are mixed, and
a significant proportion of the ceramic assemblage is not identifiable.
6. Does the ceramic assemblage exhibit forms which permit inference of
function? No. Very few rim sherds were recovered, no large body sherds
exhibiting vessel form were recovered, and no even partially reconstructable vessels were found. Despite the fact that pottery is the most
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abundant and varied category of artifact data from Cherry Point, only a
few aspects of the ceramic complex can be investigated.
7. Does the artifact assemblage contain a variety of material and form
types so that multiple lines of evidence may be brought to bear on a
research question? No. The ceramic assemblage lacks rim form and vessel
form data. The lithic assemblage is small, contains few material types,
and contains only one formal tool (a fragment). The invertebrate faunal
sample is nearly monospecific and the vertebrate sample is too small for
reliable representation of species available. No aboriginal botanical
specimens were recovered.
If this assemblage were attributable to a single occupation, it might be
interpreted as indicating a very simple material culture and technology.
However, since segregation of components is nearly impossible, the assemblage presents few points of reference for comparison and contrast.
Few interesting questions could be addressed with this data set.
8. Are faunal remains in a good state of preservation present? Although
soil pH is somewhat buffered by the presence of shell and the condition
of bone materials is good, vertebrate faunal remains are scarce.
Invertebrate remains in midden contexts are abundant and in a good state
of preservation. Elsewhere in the site shell is scattered, broken, and
eroded.
9. Do temporally diagnostic artifacts in discrete contexts occur in association with interpretable faunal samples and/or datable radiocarbon
samples? This is a restatement of questions 4-7 emphasizing the
desirability of "dense" data: a few contexts about which much is known
are more useful than a large number of contexts, each of which has few
associated data. This situation does not occur in the Cherry Point assemblage. No contexts suitable for radiocarbon dating or faunal analysis
were encountered.
10. Do parameters such as area or depth of deposit indicate group size?
Shallow midden deposits and sparse and/or discontinuous midden distributions suggest that occupation was by small groups.
11. Are nonceramic artifacts present in sufficient quantities or concentrations to indicate specialized activity areas? No, activity areas
can be neither confirmed nor completely dismissed due to small sample
size and to the sparse and relatively unvaried nonceramic assemblage.
Site Structure
12. Is it possible to demonstrate a relationship between the extent of
temporal components and other spatial attributes such as the shell midden
stratum or soil associations? As noted in answer to question 1, fiber
tempered pottery appears to be correlated with Cainhoy Fine Sand but the
significance of this observation is difficult to evaluate. No other important spatial associations were noted.
13. Is it possible to demonstrate significant differences in choice of
settlement location through time? No, given the limited area studied and
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the absence of discrete horizontal strata postdating the Late Archaic
period, this question cannot be addressed.
14. Is the multicomponent character of the Cherry Point deposit similar
to or different from that of other multicomponent sites at Kings Bay? It
would be possible to argue, on the basis of evidence from Cherry Point
and the Kings Bay Site (9Cam171), that the coastal sites in this area are
not separate entities but are better regarded as portions of one long,
more or less continous zone of aboriginal settlement. Within this zone
the intensity, temporal continuity, spatial extent, seasonal duration,
and complexity of each individual settlement unit varies. The Cherry
Point Site differs from the Kings Bay Site primarily in that it is a less
intensively occupied section of this coastal zone.
A review of the above responses reveals largely negative findings. While
many interesting questions concerning environmental adaptations and cultural
evolution at Cherry Point might be posed, it does not appear that adequate information for answering these questions would be forthcoming from further
research at the site. Secondary testing established that discrete deposits,
datable features, multiple lines of evidence for a single context, artifactrich zones, and diverse artifact assemblages are rare or absent in the Cherry
Point collection and probably in the site as a whole. On this basis it is
concluded that the Cherry Point Prehistoric Site does not offer a high potential for scientific research which would contribute significantly to our understanding of the past. It is recommended that the Cherry Point Prehistoric
Site be removed from eligibility for nomination to the National Register of
Historic Places.
Management Recommendations
Current plans for development of the Cherry Point area for recreational use by
Navy personnnel entail no major disturbances of soil or vegetation in the
vicinity of the Cherry Point Site. On this basis, a preliminary recommendation was offered, at the conclusion of fieldwork, stating that no adverse effects on the site were anticipated. In view of the above finding of no significant research potential, no adverse effects to the site will occur,
regardless of level of future development. Therefore, no conservation or
preservation measures are required.
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Appendix A
SUMMARY OF 1x2 m UNIT CHARACTERISTICS FOR 9Cam187
Stratum
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B

Unit

North

East

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

644
630
621
610
610
600
580
580
570
570
550
540
530
521
510
500
490
480
470
649
643
642
636
632
620
610
600
600
595
590
560
560
511
501
490
460
460

486
483
483
470
488
460
463
492
452
485
488
464
474
480
480
478
480
482
480
528
550
572
535
568
580
523
520
530
506
564
491
513
508
510
510
490
516
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Soil
M
M
M
M
M
M
T
T
C
C
C.
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
M
C
C
C
C
C
C
C

Depth
40
30
40
40
30
30
40
35
50
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60
40
40
50
60
50
40
60
60
40
40
60
60
40
40
40
40
30
40
40
50
30
30
30
50
50
30

.

.

Appendix B
OCCURRENCE OF SHELL BY PROVENIENCE AT 9CAM187
Unit

Level

Zone

1
1
1
1
1
1

1
2
3
3
4
4

A
A
A
B
B
C

0.5
8.5
1.0
tr
0
0

2
2
2

1
2
3

A
B
C

tr
tr
0

5
8

3
3
3
3
3
3
3

1
2
3
3
14
11
14

A
A
A
B
A
B
C

tr
tr
0
0
0
0
0

39
40
41

4
4
4
4
4
4

1
2
3
3
4
4

A
B
B
C
C
D

tr
2.0
tr
tr
0
0

34
35

5
5
5

1
2
3

A
A
B

tr
0.5
tr

32
33

6
6
6

1
2
3

A
A
B

1.0
3.0
0.5

43
45

7
7
7
7

1
2
3
4

A
B
B
C

1.5
5.0
1.0
0

50
51
52
-

8
8
8
8
8

1
2
3
3
4

A
A
A
B
A

1.5
27.0
7.0
0
1.0

47
48
49

9
9

1
2

A
A

tr
4.0

Volume (1)
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F.S.

4
6
-

-

-

58

9
9
9

3
14
5

B
C
C

9.0
2.5
tr

59
60

10
10
10
10

1
2
3
4

A
B
B
B

tr
tr
tr
tr

61
62
-

11
11
11
11
11
11

1
2
3
4
5
6

A
A
B
B
B
B

2.5
31.0
7.0
tr
0
0

76
71
72
73
74
-

12
12
12
12

1
2
3
4

A
A
A
B

1.5
2.5
4.0
tr

63
64
65

13
13
13
13
13
13
13
13

1
2
2
3
3
3
3
4

A
A
shell lens
A
B
pit
posthole
B

12.5
30.0
4.0
4.0
0.5
1.0
tr
tr

95
96
97
98
99
-

14
14
14
14
14
14

1
2
3
3
4
5

A
A
B
C
C
C

tr
tr
tr
0
tr
0

66
67
68
69
-

15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15
15

1
2
2
2
3
3
3
4
4
5
6

A
A
B
C
B
C
D
,..
C
D
C
C

4.0
6.0
29.0
6.0
12.0
1.0
tr
tr
tr
tr
0

86
87
88
90
89

16
16
16
16
16

1
2
3
4
5

A
B
B
B
B

tr
tr
tr
0
0

110

92
93

100
101
102

17
17
17
17

1
2
3
4

18
18
18
18
18
18
18

1
1
2
3
4

19
19
19
19
19
19

1
2
3
4
5
6

20
20
20
20
20

1
2
3
4
14

A
A
B
B
C

0

-

21
21
21
21
21
21

1
2
2
3

tr
tr
0
0
0

146
7
11

14

A
A
B
B
B

14

C

0

12

22
22
22
22
22
22
22
22

1
2
2
3
3
4
5
6

A
A
B
B
C
C
B
B

2.5
3.0
9.0
25.0
tr
4.0
1.0
0

23
23
23
23
23
23

1
2
3
4
5
6

A
A
A
A
A
A

tr
tr
tr
0
0
0

10
13
14
15

24

1
2
3
3
4

A
A
A
B
B

4.5
9.0
0
tr
0

20
23
24

24
24
24
24

A
A
A
A

tr
tr
tr
0

A
B
B
B

tr
tr
tr
0
0

5

B

0

6

B

0

A
B
B
B
B

0
tr
0
0
0

B

0

B

tr
2.0
tr
tr

111

103
106
104
105
124
125
126
127
108
109
110
111
112
2
3
-

9
16
17
18
19
25
-

-

25
25
25
25
25

1
2
3
4
4

26
26
26
26
26
26

1
2
2
3
3
4

27
27
27
27
27
27

1
2
3
3
4
4

A
A
A

tr
tr

B
B
C

0
0
0

28
28
28
28
28

1
1
2
3
3

A
B
B
B
C

tr
tr
tr
0
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GEORGIA ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY
State Site No.* 9Cam187
Instit.Site No. KBS-35 (U of F survey)

Site Name Cherry Point Prehistoric Site
Site Photos see Smith 1978; Smith 1984

(County Camden
Long. 81040'W
Location
Lat. 30055'N
UTM References
1 41 812t 7,01 13,411,019,7,01 0-1,71- 1414,719,4,01 13,41 1,0121121
A

LL!
14
ZONE EASTING

cLIJ

NORTHING

i EASTING
tZONE

1 41 41 81011 t 0I 13,411,111,8,01 DLIJ 1 1

1

NORTHING
t

I I

t

1 1 1

I

Owner U. S. Navy
Address Kings Bay, GA 31547
Description (Acreage 8.9 ha ;Site Elevation, above sea level 5-10 ft;Soil Type(s];Present
Condition and Use;Intrusions;Topography;Vegetation;Erosion,Etc.)
This aboriginal shell midden and ceramic scatter occurs on fairly low, level ground
where a branch of Marianna Creek swings in close to land. The soil is Cainhoy Fine
sand and Mandarin Fine Sand; vegetation was formerly mixed hardwoods, which survive
over most o the site; a arge tract in the center of the site is planted nine. .
A 20th century dwelling and hunting camp on the extreme eastern edge of the site
have further disturbed the center of the site, but a significant portion remains
intact.

Remarks and Recommendations see Smith 1978, section 9 for survey recommendations and
Smith 1984, pp 87-99 for secondary testing recommendations.
Map Reference USGS Barriets Bluff, 1958
Aerial Photo Reference U/A
Sket:h Map of Site** see Smith 1984:6, 30

Official Map Smith 1984:6,30

**Show relationship to nearby sites, access roads, streams, and major landmarks, and
indicate scale.
*Complete all categories even if unknown (U/K), unavilable (U/A), incomplete (I/C), or
see attachment (S/A); explain if necessary.

State Site

No.

9Cam187

Inst. Site No. KBS-35

RECORD OF MATERIALS

Collected by Survey St. Simons Plain and Linear Punctated, Savannah Fine Cordmarked and
Checkstamped, St. Johns Checks tamped and Plain, and San Marcos Stamped.

Acc. No./Storage U/A Florida State Museum
Date

Subsequent Collections
Collector

Acc.No./Storage

Collector

Collector
Private Collections
Collector
Type of Material

Address

Address

Collector
Type of Material

Excavation Record
Supervisor R. L. Smith, UTC
Supervisor

Date
1984

Acc.No./Storage
U/A Florida State Musem

Published Record Smith, Robin L. 1978 An Archeological Survey of Kings Bay, Camden
County, Georgia. Ms on file, Department of Anthropology, University of Florida,
Gainesville. Smith, Robin L. 1984 Archaeological Testing at Cherry Point, Camden
County, Georgia: An. Evaluation of the Prehistoric Component, 9Cam187. Ms on file,
Jeffrey L. Brown Institute of Archaeology, University of Tennessee at Chattanooga
CULTURAL AFFINITY
Preliminary Classification St. Simons, Savannah, St. Johns, and San Marcos Components

Subsequent Classification Late Archaic (St. Simons or Orange), Savannah (including Wilmington period and St. Johns paste materials) and Sutherland Bluff components

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
Eligible for Nomination (circle appropriate response): Yes No Nominated Registered
Justification Secondary testing established that discrete deposits,datable features,
multi le lines of evidence for a sins le context, artifact-rich zones and diverse artifact
assemblages are rare or absent at this site; significant new information is unlikely.
Cultural Significance (circle appropriate evaluation): Local State National
Justification N/A

FORM COMPLETION/UPDATE
Date

1978
1984

Name

Prof. Status/Inst.Affil.

Contract/Proj.

Smith, Robin L. Gr. Research Asst./U of F Navy: N0002579-C-0013
Smith, Robin L. Asst. Prof./UT-Chattanooga Navy:N6824882-M-0238

Punch Card Submitted
(Circle Response)
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No
Yes
No

-_

